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This report presents results of the 1982 Natiomal Susvey on Drug Abusg, a

nationwide study of the household population of the United States, in which

' 5,624 randomly selected.Americans (age 12 and older) were ersonally inter-
viewed in their homes. Specia)ly desiyyged answer sheets a lqwq@ privacy of

response for questions about/illicit;drdg use.

@
] .

[y

The 1982 sﬁrvey is the‘é enth in a series thatdbégah fn,197lnﬁfder the aus- { 8B

" pices of the National Commission on Marijuana and Drug Abuse=~andMhas; since

1974, "been sponsored by the National Institute on Drug Abusei’ -The sutveyg of

1971 and 1972 were conducted by Response Analysis Corporation; -the NIDA-

- Sponsored surveys have,been'garried out joint]y by égyjaﬁbcia] Research Group R
"of The George Washington Univergity and.by Response Analysis, Corporation.

-

- Su?Veyg of drug use have been used primarily as part of a system designéd to °,

e

. provide

- over more than a decade. . '

(!

"The uhlﬁdé.contribution~of surveys of the general populat}on lies in their
ability to furnish prevalen timates tRat include many forms of drug use
. that never come to the ention of medical, or legal authorities., Epidemio-.

’dr§mq¢ic manifestations. -

-and.om'd Tifetime basis. <L
) - . -

‘logically, the "case" the survey 'is defined as the use itself, pot the

condition that is yoluntarily brought to treatment or the act that is ‘involun- !

‘tarily brought to the bar of justice. Survey-yesponses. permit classification
-of drug-using behavior along a continuum of Jnbolvement, substituting iri-

cal ffor arbitrary definitions.of medically or socially pathologic conditions,
and%emphasizingbtﬁéff&pical-nature‘of the phenomenon rather ‘than its mpst'

-4 l l e

keep track of the popularity\pf'illibﬁt drug use. Trends based on survey? o
are particularly useful as a“Eontinuing problem-surveillance device, sipce o,

“"comparable measures- can be taken in”successive studies. . 'In contrast ,”trends

A

based on official statistics (such as medical: or'legal recb?dS)vmay,bejdis-

torted becayse of administratjve changes or updafes ,in re erd-keeping proce- '
. 9e AN TeES N C¢

“dures.’ A . . S

- - .

The prevalence estimates reported in.this volume pertain to the use ‘of a ide, .
variety 6f drugs. The emphasis of the study is on marijuana -and .other, illicit

drugs, such as hallucinogens, cocainey~and heroin, as well as’ on thé non-- '
medical use of pre ription-type psychotherapeutic drugs (jnc]pﬂing,stimf/
ulants,&iedatives, ranquilizers, and ana)gesics). Some data ¥dre;al%o . -

i

on the use of alecoho] and cigareftes and on the medical use of psy- &
chotherapeutic drugs. Prevalence estimytes for these varidusvdr_g classeés &
report use rates on a “cprrent"’(past 30"¢ays) basis, on a'“pasakyear",bdsis,
ot N /,4‘ ; ". " .0
- : . B N N "-J o ..
Interpretation of prevalence rates, éspeciadly lifetime_prevahgate rates, must
be' madé. with'-caution, since persons of différent ages-hadq-ipﬁd’facto"had,f
varying opportunities to become users. For this reason, and,to serve the ™

“varying 1pterests of readers of this report, estimates are’ published for-

.“ .

three distinct age groups: yauth'(age 12 to 17); y8ung adif1ts (age 18 to 25);
and otder adults (age 26 and up). DIRERY B L fo L -

A ] [
Ae - ;e 17
!

b . ) . o 1 . ! R ' : ": ,.,';“ "‘ - Lt
Since  data from earlier surveys in this seriey are redd Ly availabTesand sinde

.the form and method of questioning havé been reasondﬁly{kpmparahlbﬁﬁver the
A

years,*it is possible to provide informabion on trends,qin” (1 1icit drug use & °
v ‘,’ . s "l'y“, . v
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A_Coverage of the Populatlon R ;fhi i}“ o

N P I ’ " a—rn

fTh1s series of" sample surveys‘covers ‘the’ populat1on age 12 and older Tivin
in. households in the cont1§uous United States: (excluding Hawaii and Alaskag
Thus, persons living in militarysinstallations, dormitories, other- group

“quarters,. ‘and 1nst1tutlons such | hosp1tals and jails were not ‘covered in
.theser surveys. - In addition, home ess persons -- those with no fixed
address ---were not 1nc1uded in the samp11ng frame." :

--Although the excluded populat1ons are re]atlvely smal]*, the, results of any
survey are appllcable*only to the population from which the sample was drawn,
Drug'use across the aggregate :of the excluded groups may or .may not be simiTar

dtband character to drug use in. the household population.. Some bf ‘the
_exc ude opulation groups (e.g., residents of nursing.homes /ind otherYcare- \',,
taking institutions) may be character1zed by much lower: rates of illjcit drug'
use than those observed for the household popu]at1on, but other excluded *
groups, such as students living-.in .college dprm1tor1es and pensgns with'no .
fixed address, may be characterized. by much higher rates. Therefore,. general- .
ization from the household populat1on to- the total popu]at1on is. 1nappro-4

.-igrlate g'v o ;'~: .

Inference from Sample té Popu]atlon '

: As in any sample\survey, the results presented in this report are. eStJmates of
+ the values that®buld-be. obtained if the data were collected from all members .
Ef the populatlon from which the sample was drawn. Statistically, since. the .
ample ‘was drawh accord1ng to strict random (probability- based) procedures,
Each sample result is the single best estimate of the\c pond1ng population * .
a]ue this does not mean, ,of cdurse, that the samp]e:y e is necessarily ¥«
.very close to t%} population value. : . : S %

. On «the assumptlon that the effect of nonresponse ' is essent1a11y random (or ‘has’
;been compensated for by-the adjustments desctibed .in.the Methods chapter of
‘this report), the theory of sampling provides the basis for a procedure for
estimating "confidence limits" that describe the relationship between sample -
estimates Wand population values -- not WIth‘certainty,’but probab1Tist1cally

¢ Thus, it, 1 passible to assert, with specified prohabilwty, that a percentage
based on' a sample of g1ven design will fall within; a calcu]abJe distance from
the populatijon value it is des1gned to’ est1mate e ey '

= , . N

‘In many of the major tablgs of this report, confidence ]im1ts are présented
~at the 95% level -- indicating that, if the procedure for setting. the con-
fidence limits were followed in repeated sampling from the defineéd popula-
tion, the statement that the population value lies between the confidence
11m1ts would be.correct 95-times out of'100. These limits represent & zone
of uncerta1nt¥ around the reported estimates and suggest the use of ‘ranges

" in. discussion’ of results. A description of the procedure used to estimate
these 1imits and an explanation of why they are asymmetric around sample.

" 'values is givén in' the MetBods - chapter Jear the end qf this volume. Briefly,
obvious asymmetry occurs in the confidence limits only when the sample per-
centage is quite low or quite high; Jndeed, the asymmetric calculation_ is used
here precisely because very low drug use rates characterize certain population
groups. ~

'4

*The residcnt civilian non- institutionalized population comprises approximate
ly -98% Q{qthe total popu]ation ‘age 12 and older, . .

Q A .
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- Most ta 1és pkésenting data on recent trends in drug use fnclude.an;indication
: of whether a statistically significant Change occurred between 1979 and 1982,

P'Statist cally, the term "significant" refers to a low. probability (e.qg., 5%,
. 1%, or 0.1%) that thé observed difference would occur by chance alone. .

. . ‘e \IL
For'thoge tables that do not include confidence limits or significance test

. results}’the reader may obtain relevant statistical information by referring

to the Heference tables in' the Methods chapter of this valume.
: ! . - . "

* The Samplie of- Youth, ‘Young Adulté, and Older Adults - . .

Actual shinpling of the household population for this study was carried out

- via',a national. area probability sample. Sample locations, households, and

specific|youth and adults to be interviewed were designated by the sampling
plan andithrough instructions to the interviewer. At no point was selection

left ta the'discretion of the interviewer. <
ST R e aIser ) :

.#

~In order [to draw a representative sample of locations, as in previous years,

the contifuous United States was first divided into counties or groups of
counties that-contained a minimum population of 50,000 in 1970. Thirty-eight

- of these greas were suffictently large to justify automatic inclusion in the

"random sample. All other areas were 'grouped into 65 strata such that the-

~

areas grouped together in each stratum were as much alike -as possible, and one
area was andomlx seletted from each stratum, with probability proportionate
to the elihible population of the area. From within this sample of areas, a
Sample of 400 smaller areas was then randomly drawn, adjusting for each larger
area's original chance of “selection. One or more “segments"® of ten to twenty-
five housiny units (defined in rough field counts made by interviewers) were.
then~randomly selected. Within each segment, interviewers listed every dwell-
ing unit, and a sample of -these housing units was then drawn. The probability
procedures ‘ysed for the selection of locations and housing units were such
that each hdusing unit in.the contiguous .United States had, overall, -an equal

~ Chance of ‘selection. '

interviewews Visited selected househqlds‘in order to list-résidentS'for'pur-

poses of random selection. The individuals in each household were listed by

age group. Separate samplés of youth (age 12 to 17) and of adults (age; 18 and
older) were :independently ‘selected. At most, one youth and one ‘adult were
selected per household. Within the adult sample, scparate strata were defined
for 18 to 34 year olds and for persons age 35 and older. These procedures |
allowed oversampling of younger persons, who are¢characterized by higher rates
of {llicit drug use. In processing data, the ‘oversampling" of .younger per-
sons was compgnsated for by the use of appropriate weights,-so that survey
results refled&;the.a%Qua] age distribution of the population. - - . -

Py

l‘.
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The sizes of the achieved samples and the poputation pools from’which they
were drawn are shown. on the table below. C -

[

.
\, ¢

_— \ S TABLE L
Sample Size and.Population‘Size for Age Subgroups .
» \ -
12 . : - .‘\X ) : .
o ) SampleZsize - Population size’
o 0 . \‘ .

Youth (12 to 17 years) “ie1 . © 23,304,000 .
Young adults (18 to 25 years) 3 ﬁ. 1283 - 33,072,000 ‘
0lder adults (26 years or older) 2760 126,105,000  °

< o

- 4 . M A

“Sources:  U.S. Burem;rﬁ;ﬁhe Census: Current Popytation Reports; Population
L Estimates and Projections (Series P-25, No. 917), July 1987, "and
7.5, Burcau of the Census: Unpubltished data (printed January 27,
, 1981, and August 19, 1982) provided to thy Social Research Group
“by the Bureau ot Lthe Constus., -

4
: - o S .
~ Detailed descriptions,of the sampling and weighting‘proCqurcs are contained
*in e Methods chapter of this volume. : ] ~,
: , ' ,
A\

Validity of Survey Results

)1n interpreting the results pf any survey, the reader must, bear.in mind coer-
tain caveats concerning (1) the truthfulness-of the infdrmation providede by
the resporidents and” (2) the potential bias of nonresponse, B ;

A11 the drug use.ratds of this survey are based on self-reports,  Movt re-
spondents appear to be ®uite uninhibited in reparting their use of even the
stronger, more socially stigmatized drugs; however, it 14 not unreasonable to
suspect that some -unknown proportion of rospondents may have a tendency toward
degying whe of such substanees.  Doubly-blind valtdity experiments and the ox-
¢ petfence of mdany researchers b the l‘?éltiof deviant hehavior have indicated
that reasonably accurate scif-report data can be obtained by using carefullys
seldcted and tratned interviewers who do evbrything possible to‘mintmize the
respondent 's perception of risk in answering questions on druyg use, through
ingenious questioning devices and manipulation of the situation to create an
atmosphere froe,of\perdetved threat, L o
L] N %
It is safe to saf that no Survey (dincluding the decennfal Census) has eveg ob-
tained data frof all persons predesignated for’ inclusion in the sample. Very,
high response rates car be achieved in studies of special papulations with
large budget allocations for data collection; but in studies-of the general
hodsehold population, prudent allocation of resources dictates that a response
gate considerably lower than 100% must he tolerated.  The, behavior of non-
respondents, of course, rematns unknown, and,ounless one o willing to assuge
Lhat nomresponse 5 a random process, allowances most usual ly be mdade for

possihlo blases due to nonresponse, ‘ .
. . S .

\) | -g‘ . 4 .. U ‘ \ . .
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The response rates achieved. in tie Hational Survey of 1932 were:  tor the
youth sample "84%; for the 18 to 34 stratun of the adult sample, 1€ saind for
the 35 and older stratum of the adult sample, 774, ,

& . .
These response rates are based on a conservative detinition . §tringcn( ehi-
gibility requirements prohibit exclusion of houscholds trom the denominator
for any of the following reasons: senility, Tanquage difficulty, location in
a protegted access arda, or g viacaicy that cannot be clearly ostablished.,
Interviewers gre notpermitted to substitute other persons or gther hogse -
holds. ' ’
The initial Step  achieving the sanple, the liating ot housing unit
dddresses, is doscribed 1o Soclion G oot the MeLhods, chapter . Following the
listing p_h.r,‘), centrad. offige personnel assigned intery iowors  and schedulod
tramning sessions, Criteria for selocting ILOrV IO, wero:  provious
national druy study’ oxperience Quality ot performance -in provious studiess,
and bbbty gy demonstratod in the trainiag weqgan,

¢
'

The “intervicwing thok-part in two phiasoes: (1) the yncemt Ve experument phasye
and () the main data-collection phave.  The incent tve aperament | which con-

sistod ot 311 INterviows « wae canduct od duritng November g Decomber 1951 .

- The main tiotd poriod, during which the vemainder of the 4 624 interyiows wer

held e towr docat ions in November )
The dntervigwstor thy incent e oxper iment | Fnr't.h-' main < tudy, thirt y-two

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

comploted, was conducted teom Maren Ltheough duly fuge
This study requived the of torts of 339 interviewers and 9 supervisors to
cover the 400 samplo locationn, O theyo, /4 interviewers and K wupervisare

I ad ux[')‘o}ri('n(‘«' wilh previous drug dadies,

Interviewers attended full-day ‘pe'r".n(m\] Lraning wesions . Lour weas fons wer
1L Lo propare 36 intery fewer, Lo condyet

sens o were held in 29 Cit e from March 9 to April 3. The sension, wers

1

¢

, , o ; .
conducted by 4ix staft membors oxperionced in training interviowor, tor dray

studies o Ao additional seasvion was conducted by o highly exporienced deg
study inlorviowr; the chght dnterviowers i thiy s fon were dehr ioted ayer
Lhe phane by 4 conteal R Lrainer,

Fradning wevsions focgned on the sabstance of the vewearch, the variogy. in-
straments to be guod, and the proveduares for s,appling and selection, Inter.
VIRWOrS Were qiven inbruction, an how to contact respondent L varion, waye
nf'u".mhli'.hinq rapporty the aeed tor privacy during the interview, and the
correct way ta rocord respothen o The dmportance of tollowing inatract tons wa
steeseed, and the need rar U)m’]vh‘» dpba was emphas i 2ed,

e
Once trained, intorviower s wore requited to conduct one intoryview and send it
to the central office for immediate evaluation. Interviewers who made ng
errors wore instrycted to proceed with their avvignments.,  Jhose interyiewers
who made orvoryg worpe retrained by membors of the entral office taff gntdl
they had matored the task,  Interviewers whooe work was judqed to be inade.
Quate were dismisved, Thrpaghant the Pheddperid&d, a1l intoryiow, woere
chetckod s they came ing and intorv ivwers, e e Pelephoned whopsveor evpagrs
wereStagund . This practice, althagh imooconnuming, kbept intory jower, alort
g decroased thye nambor of S, and omincfone, . ' “

. {u
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Confidentiality T et

Concern for confidentiality and protection of respondents® rights.played a

central part in the design and execution of this 'study. Interviewers had been
sensitized to the need to esgpb)ish credibility with respondents with respect
to study protections for anonymity and confidentiality. . .

The interview was designed to convey the extent to which the respondents’
rights would be protected. As the interview form shows, the interviewer
introduced himsel f/herself and the session with a consent statement. A state-
ment of confidentiality assurance was printed at the top of the first page of
the questionnaire, and a government authorization was printed at the bottom
of the first page. These statements read as followse *The information en-
tered on this forfi will be handled in the strictest confidence and will not be
+ released to unauthorized personnel," and “This report is authorized by Law
(21 v.s.C. 1133, 21 vu.s.C. 1172, and 21 U.S.C. 1173). HWhile you are not re-
quired to respond, your cooperation is needed to make the results of this sur-
vey comprehensive, accurate, and timely." In addition, the interviewer was
required to sign a statement on the last page of the questionnaire verifying
that instructions for obtaining respondent consent had been carried out.

The interview questionnaire itself utilized o variety of techniques to afford
qroalvr privacy for. the respondent during certain phases of the interview.
Answer sheets were used Lo record vesponses to questions on drug use exper -
ence (except for questions on medical use of psychotherapeut ¢ pills and on
cigarette smoking)., When using these answer sheets, the respondent marked ©
his or her own answers to questions read aloud by the interviewer, This sys- |
tem permitted the respondent to conceal potentially sensitive dﬂchrs,iM)thl
alowing the interviewer to maintain control of the interview. " Special pro-

©cedurvs were built in-to allow- interviewer” judgement as to whether or not
respondents should be given the option of fi1ling out certain later answer
sheets- "on thelr own.™  The answer sheets were designed so that, whether or
not the respondent had ever used (111cit drugs, the same amount af time would
he vequived to 111 out the forme,  Therefore, the fnterviewer could not tell
how the respondent answered the questions by the amount of time that had
plapsed.  Expertence with this approach indicated that 1t has the additional
benef it of reducing interviewer and respondent misqivings about asking for dnd
giving sensitive information, ' . o

WMatertals generated during the course of the interview were marked for fdenti-
fFicatfon by the interviewers according to instruct fons that precluded name,
address, or other eastly traceable marks,  As each answer sheel was Con-
«ploted, the respondent was instructed Lo place it directly in a return enve.
lope. At the con¢lusion of the interview, the main questionnatee was also
placed Yin the envelope and then, in the presence of the respondent, the enve-
Tope was sealed,  The respondent, who had been told of these procedures in
sdvance, was Invited to accompany the inteeviewer to a mailbox,  The interviow
materials, which did not contain the name or address of the respondent any.
where on the questionnaire or envelope, came hack directly to the central
office. The interviowers were not permitted to review or to edit quest ion-
naires.

.

In the permanent file, respondents are identified only by location number and
houstng unit number. The permanent sampling records show anly the bloeks in
which interviews were conducted, but thgre is no record of specific housing
sitts cantacted, ANl other records, tncluding Visting sheets, housing unit
record sheats, and questionnalres, are destroyed as shon as validity checking
is-completed..

i




: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS:

Ten Classes of Orugs -- 1972 to 1982
pu

Loz

-

The 1982 study indicates a reversal of the upward trends in drug use charted

by earlier national surveys conducted throughout the seventies. Since 1979

there has heen g “leveling off* of the spread of marijuana e in the youth

population, as woell as g significant decline in the parcentage of persons who

currently use marijuana, alcohol, and variogs other drugs,  The decelines in
~current ase are especyally noticeable, singce these measgres are moat respon -

stve ta recent P\Jr“h}!”‘ in drug usoe, | , ‘ Ny

Har nang

.. «
AN

The percentage of today's youth gged 12 ta 17 who report having ovor tried
MAri juana - - Ch /Y - Bl ighUly Tower than was thie e tor therr counter-
parts o 199 (30.9%) . iy decrease 10 the Pitetime prevalonce rate i in
contegst to tae trends of the Seventies soduring that decade, succes fye youlh
cohort tynically Peported greatie eapertence with o Lpuana on each urvey
year

The poycontage of vourng adults (age 18 to JH)Y e the pogy survey whia sy they
Have tried maeijuana - w3 J1 o Ao S lightly lower than waq the case far
thetr tountorpart in the 19,79 sUudy [6.2%) 0 Again, the decline 1a the youndg
adalt gqraup repreeents, divergence traa carl oy Lrenda, which showed o an
crenre an Dvfet pme provalon e h"(lz‘l A8 A0 L0 to oiy o g/,

Trend an annua b provalonee (marijiana ane 0 the yoar peagr ta the sypyey
ttervaew) alan show 19729 ta [ag2 deceeanes dn the youth young adu it
(”(“”)'s.

T ning to tremds §n the current prevalence of WA Aty g - that gy, w
changa, in the percent reparting uae dyring the manth prior to the Ut vey
tnberview o there i g detinite downwgrd trend tary youth gy well gy far yitineg

Aault-co T the 1977 g the 194 surveys, onearly Lot gl 12t 17 year
aldec roported mar i joana yee during the month pejor Interview, huot hy Lhe
Jat, study, this 1 igure dvopped ta ahout 1], hy And, wherea, 14 41 of
young adults ceported past omonth gne in Eher 1979 ~grvey, by 190 thi- figure
had dropped eight pereentaqgqe pointe to 7,

In the "(Hllt‘!; SNITRE BN qroup, (‘h.ﬂ b, persone, aged Coooamd n].’.-r' A vather
diftervnt pattern obtain.,: ot fme prevalonge of hari Juang une tnoreased
STONET | .mtl:,: botween 19729 ang [t and careent Une i not docrease,  thie,
pattern i explyined by the changing compas itian of The “glder .i«ju![“{(_?l) :
and glder) aqe qroup; that iy, bocagse 3 now cohort of persgns enters the

"older adults aqe cateqory each yoar,'today'a naw entrants include many who
First used marijuana a4y youth or young adulty during the 19704 and who hring
with them the characterinticae and oxperionces typical of that' prg.

{ . ' +
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-Hallucinogens, Cocaine, Heroih - L - L

~
..

'Hallucinogens -(including LSD, PCP, and peyote, among others) followed the =
.marijuana. pattern of *dpwnward trends in the younger age ranges; e.g., among
young adults, the ‘preyalence’of current hallucinogen use went’ down from 4.4%
in 1979 to 1.7% in 1982. . The same pattern appears “to hold for'heroin, al- " -
_though Jow. levels of repbrted use of this drug may reflect a tendency to deny
. stigmatized behavior. L el S

Turning to cocaine -- the ‘drug. that spread most rapidly during the late’
“seventies --.the pattern is one of newstability. This is especially clear
“in the yqung:adult ‘population, where lifetime experience with cocaine jumped
~from-13.4% in"1976 to 27.5% in 1979, and then leveled off at 28.3% in 1982.
‘Similarly, past-month use in the 18-25 age group increased rapidly from-only
2% or 3% in the mid-séventies-to 9% in 1979, and then decreased $lightly to-
~about 7% in 1982. ‘ ' ' ' : R

: ~
5 ;

: - , . T v PR & o -~
“In the older adult age group, ]ifetime_preva\ence<Tevels for hallucinogens and

_ tocaine increased, as was expected because of the fact.that birth cohorts who -
began use of ,these drugs:in their young adult- years are now moving .into the 26
and older category. |, ) . - o SRR )

J

“Nonmedical Use of'Stimu1ahts,'Sedatives,.Trahquilizers, and=Ana1§esiés 

With nonmedical use of a)l-four categories of psychotherapeutic drugs

combined in a single index, 1982 lifetime and. current prevalence levels for

nonmedical -use of these prescription-type drugs are as fo]]ows:%?pong.yqung
adults, 28.4% have taken one or more of these drugs .for nonmedical. purposes,

‘and 7% report having done so during the‘month prior to the 1982 interview..
Among youth, 10.3% say they have used thesé& drugs nonmedically, with 3.8%

" doing so within the past month. Thus, at-the present:.time, prevalence of
nonmedical .use of these psychotherapeutic drugs matches or exceeds the -
prevalence of cocaine use. LT T R
Recent trends in nonmedical use are difficult to assess. because of an improve-
ment in questioning technique instituted in the 1982 survey. .In the 1982/

“survey, respondents checked off their answers to questions: on nonmedical. use,
using private answer sheets comparable to.those used. for alcohol, matrijuana,
and other types of recreational drugs. In-all earlier surveys, questions on
nonmedical use of these pills’were answered aloud in "open interview" fashion,
“along with questions on medical prescription use. .The apparent 1979 to 1982
increase in nonmedical use of these drugs 'in the“youth population may be due

“ either to a real increase in use or to a greater tendency to report use on the

1982 self-administered form. .o R S ‘




lhAlcqhol and Cigarettes - K © B ) " 2

' “Accompanying the downturn -in ﬁarijuana trends for ,youth and young adults,"

- .there has-been a drop in the number of users of alcohol and cigarettes.
Nevertheless, among young adults aged 18 to 25, 67.9% still report past-
month alcohol use (the 1979 figurewas 75.9%). Among 12 to 17 year olds, - .
»the percentage having ‘had an.alcoholic drink during the month prior to the
survey interview is noy 26.9% (Mown.from 37.2% in 1979).

- Trends in alcohol use remained fairly steady during ther early to the mid ,
‘seventies. The appearance of /a sharp increase between 1977 and 1979 may be .
~explajned,-at least in part, by an improvement in questioning -technique insti-

tuted in the 1979 survey (and/continued in 1982) to allow respondents to check
off their answers to alcohol questions on a self-administered answer sheét
comparable to those used for ‘Other drugs. In previous- surveys, respondents =
answered alcohol questions alpud. - R e o

Cigarétte questions in the 1979 survey were' different from those used. in
..earlier and later studies. - Recent trends in past-month or past-year cigarette
- use-can be ‘based on a comparjson-of 1977 and 1987 data.. During this time, the

prevalence of. past-mohth cigarette use among 12-to 17 year olds dropped from

22% in 1977 to 15% in 1982. Among young adult®,.current prevalence “dropped

from 47% in 1977 to. 39.5% in|1982. S . T

Alterdatively, the 1979 definitions of past-month and past-year cigarette use
- §an be matched for 1982. Thésb data are presented- as the "alternate defini-

tion" of past-year and past-month cigarette use. They indicate a continuing

decline in current smoking.for the adult population but suggest that among +

youth the downward trend may have halted. — B
3 ' ‘\. ] ' ) *

Other Observations | : .

- Persons who have tried i]]iciF drugs such as hallucinogens, cocaine, or heroin
are, with wvery rare eXceptjdng,*a subset of those who have tried -marijuana. :
For example,. as. noted above, 64% of all young adults have tried mirijuana. As
Table 14 shows, 32% of this age group report use of marijuana only, -and an

additional 32% report use of one or more other illicit drugs -- for a total of
about 64% or 65%. Thus, the total for users of Many illicit drug" is '
”compﬁrable:@o the total number who have used marijuana. i

This, pattern of "overlap" in the use of various drugs is underlined by the new
data on simultaneous use of marijuana and other drugs presented in subsequent
chapters of this report. ‘ B SR ‘ . '

Levels of, drug use-opportunity remain high ‘in 1982, with marijuana opportunity -
a commonplace experience. About half of all youth, 85% of all young adults,

and 41% of all persons aged 26 and-older report that they have had- the s
chance to try marijoana if they wanted to. The majority of young adults have /
also had the opportunity to try cocaine. - < ' o o -
Wi e S
. D > N N @I
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. o , _TABLE 2a: 198 PREVALENCE ’
o n~ _ ‘p ' e L JI‘. ' . ? . | L
. - S / A - X3 N - ¢ ) L -
Recency of Usg: Youth _ R o - o .
. e .| ' N ) - . . @ "
7o 12 3 4 5
A o N v Past year,” Not. .
T - | - Ever Past not past past  Never
Youth: - age 12-17 (ISB{:\~ . used month -month - year * used ; .
Mafijuana ST 6% | 115 9.1 6.0 73.3
A ‘ , . . b
ﬂHalluginOgens . 5.2% 1.4% 2.2 1.6 948
G ' . \f J s _ ' T
¢ Cocaine R b.5% 1.6 . . 2.4 2.4 93.5
Heroin . f % o *% * * 99.6
Nonmedical Use of: . - ' - T o .
\". ' . . ’
stimulants L ea% 2.66 - 3.0 1.1 93.3
Sedatives o s.é% s 24 T2l %2
_ Tranquilizers 0 49% | 9% 24 16 9.1
_Analgesics a2 o % 3.0 ° .5 95.8
.. ; . ~ . . . . . ] °
;<:j Any Nonmedical Use - | 10.3% - 3.8 4.5 1.9 89.7
© MAlcohol 652 | 26.9% 204 . 17.9 34.8
" Cigarettes . . 49.5% | 14.7%  10.2.  24.6 50.5
o

oo~ T

" "Some. categories do not ‘add to 100% because of rounding.
*Less than .5%: '

Definitions of terms and categories used in this-table are to be ‘found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume. :

'.-IES
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77 . -TABLE 2b: - CONFIDENCE ENTERVALS .
} o \ - ’: : LA
, . ¢ . ' ' A ‘/ [N - . : o
1982 Lifetime Prevalence and Past Month Use: Youth * % L
) ' ' | . ' ) ' E '.) ’
'\‘: . A ) . . . ~
[ R S 4 5 ( 6
. U Lower gper  Upper Lower  pgat Upper -
Youth: age 12-17 (1581) f limit  ised limit Climit . pongh  limit
Marijuana S 24.1% 26.7  29.5% 9.7%  11.5 13.6%
Hallucinogens \{‘4;0% 5.2 6.7% 8% 1.4 2.3%
>~ Cocaine o '5.1% 6.5 - .8.2% 1.0 1.6 2.6%
"Heroin | L e o - .- E
. .& . ‘\‘ “ X o . vl o
Nonmedical Use of: } o
© Stimulants 5.3% 62 8.4% 1.8% 2.6 3.8
| Sefjati@ 4% s 7.4% 8% 1.3 2.2%
Tranquilizers 3.7 4.9 6.4% 5% .9 1.7
Analgesics 3% 42 56k |- ox .7 1.y
Any Nonmedical Use  8.6% .10.3 12.3% | 2.8 3.8 . 5.2%
Alcohol =" 62.2% 65.2 68.1% | 24.3% © 26.9 ° 29.7%
Cigarettes ‘ 46.4%  49.5  52.6% | 12.7%  14.7  17.0%

*Less than .5%.
| Definitions of terms and categories used in this table-are to bg found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.
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" - TABLE 3a: 1982 PREVALENCE - ’
‘ o T,
e | ‘ " e W
~ Recéncy of \se: Young Aduylts . vo o, - ,“
A ' ' | ' , . ‘
iy 2 -3 4 5
_ T . " . ‘Past year, Not B
- B ' Ever | Past not past = past Never
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) " used month  month year used
Marijuana o o 64.1% | 27.4% 12.9 23.7  35.9
Hallucinogens -~ - 2l.1% | 1.7% 5.2 14.2  78.9
) . . ] - ‘ “
Cocaine .. . . 28.3% 6.8 ~ 11.9 9.5 71.7
Heroin e o l.2% * o .8 98.8
' Nohmedical Usé of: v
Stimulants 18.0% | 4.7% 6.1 7.2 .82.0
Sedat ives L 187% | 2.6% 6.j  10.1 813
\\2' *Tranquilizers L 15.% | l.6% 4.3 9.1 84.9
Analgesics - Cl2a% | Lo 3.4 7.7 87.9
Any Nonmedical Use  * 28.4% - .00 9.1  12.3 71.68
" Alcohol - . -94.6% | 67.9% 5.5 1.2 5.4
Cigarettes o 76.9% | 39.5¢ . 7.8  29.7 23.1
| . l
Somé'categories do not add to iOO%,beanSe'of rounding. ot
*Less - than .5%. ) | ’
B 'Definitioné of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.
¢ A
_\-
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: TABLE 3b: CONFIDENCE [NTERVALS '
y - TR AN ' :
' 1982 Lifetime Pfevaleng& and Past Month Use: -Young Adults !
‘ T, — .
) L . '
1 2 K] . 4 5 _' 6
. Lower Ever Upper Lower Past  Upper

Young adults: -age 18-25 (1283) limit wsed limit | limit month 1imit

Marijuana . 60.8% 64.1. 67.3% | 24.5% 27.4  30.6%

Hallucifogens L 18.4% 21.1 24.0% 1.0% 1.7 - 2.8%
Cocaine . . : 25.3% 28.3 (31.5% | '5.3% 6.8" 8.7%

~ Heroin B : 7% 1.2 2.2% -~ A --

Nonmedical Use of :

Stimulants - 15.5% 18.0 20.8¢ | 3.5% 4.7 6.4%
Sedatives 16.2% 18.7 21.5% | 1.7% 2.6  3.9%
Tranquilizers | 12.8% 15.1 17.7% 9% 1.6 2.7%
Analgesics & - © U 10.0% 121 14.5% 5% 1.0 1.9%

. ’ ~ Any Nonmedical‘Use‘ ; 3 25.4% 28.4 31.6% 54% 7.0 9.0%
* " Alcohol . 92.8% 94.6 95.9% | 64.6% 67.9 71.0%

Cigarettes 73.9% 76.9 79.7% | 36.2% 39.5 42.9%

*Less than .5%.

PN

Definitions. of terms and_qategories used in this table are to be found in
the “Key,Definitiohs%,setfion near the back of this volume.
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' A _TABLE 4a: 1982 PREVALENCE ﬂ\f , .
RN . ~ "'{ -t ool
tRecency of Use: Older Adults ; S L
| N 4 ‘ s »
o , h
, G 2. 3 4 5.
y ) L
N AR : *  Past year, Not i
“Ever Past ~ not past . past - Never: .
-- 0lder adulfs: age 26+ (2760) used month  month ~ -year used
. Marijuana . . a23.0% 6.6% 4.0 124 770{
. . . P . . . . . ) B n\ M
Hallucinogens , . 6.4% *% 7 5.7 93.6 .
o C , o 'i’:ki";\'.-"
Cocaine - , ~ 8.5% 1.2% 2.6 4.7 91?53§S§§
. Heroin . . _ Rt Sy * 1.0 98.9°"
Nohmedica1 Use of: ) . N
- o S o . '
Stimulants- e 6.2% .6% 1.2 4.4 93.8-
Sedatives e %, 1. 3.4 95.2
Tranquilizers™. = 3.6% "% 9 2.4 ,96.4
Analgesics 3w ¥y 7 2.2 9%.8
Ay Nonmedical Use 8.8% 1.2% 1.8 5.7 91.2
Alcohol . . - s8.2% 56,7% 11.7 19.9  11.8
Cigarettes I [ B 31;.6% - 36 40.4 21.3
Some categories do’ not add to 100% because of rounding.
*Less than .5%. ' ' '
Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to -be found in

the "Key Definitions" section near. the back of this volume.
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*[ess than .5%.
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|

. 6
, ; Lower Past  Upper
| Oldef\gdults: limit, Vimit month limit
Marijuana ' 55 25.023, 5.5 6.6 7.9%
Halluciéogehg./;;: 71 6.4 7.6% - ] -
'Cocainev x' A .5;"9.92 ‘?8% 1.2 1.8%
_Herjtain‘;‘?“/”t <1 1??% -~ & 4 --
AN : - :
Nonmed1ga1 ii
: 2% 6.2 7.4 I Y
'Sed;%igggf;i;,f  3.9% 4.8 5.9% .- .
Tranggh 2.8 3.6 4.6% | - 4 .
2.5%. 3.2 4.1% ) -- -
Any anmedlcal Use ( '7{6x 8.8 10.2% 8% 1.2 1.8%
Alcohol * | 86.6% 85.2 89.6% |'54.4%  56.7 59.0%
Cigarettes | 76.7% 78.7 sq,sx. 32.4%  34.6 36.8%

Definltlons of terms -and categories used in thlS table are to be found in

the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this vo]ume
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: Y TABLE 5: TRENDS »} -7
Lifetime Prevalence, 1972-1982: Youth, : ,
'. ' ... T .. . - ' - ’ o ) ) \
< 1 \x \ ‘ U y . .
: LN ) Ever Used , ’
. \ '/]. N e 0 . K . .
1 7.2 3 .4 5 6 7
‘ : : oo - Charige:
- S 1972 1974 - 1976 1977 1979 1982 '79-°B2%+
Youth: .age 12117 . (880) (952) (986) (1272) (2165) (1581) o
Marijuana - . 14% 23% 22.4% 28.0X% 30.9% 26.7% S
Hallucinogens 4.8% 6.0% 5.1% $6% 7.1% 5.2% . §
Cocaine L% 3.6%  3.4% - 4.0% 5.4% 6.5% NS
Heroin . 6% 1.0% 5% L.1%  .5% %% .-
Nonmedical Use of: A - .
\ Stimulants a% 5% 4.4%  5.2% 3.4%  6.7% §
IQ N . 3 - . o
Sedat ives 3% 5% 2.8% 3% 3.2%4  5.8% § .
Tranquilizers 3% 3% 3.3% 3.8%° 4.1%  4.9% 5.
‘Analgesics - X .,l X - x o x3' '3.2%‘5 4.2% §-
Any Nonmedical Use XX | XX xx. XX 7.3% 10.3% - §
Alcohol + | . x 56% 53:6% s2.6% 70.3% g5.oxf  sS
Cigarettes = . x  52% 45.5%:47.3% 54.1% 49.5% S

XNot asked.
XXSince questions on use of analgesics were not asked in surveys prior to

1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeutic (1nc1ud1ng analges1cs)
could.not be reported for these earlier years.

- *1977 estimates based’on split sample: N=623.:

#In both 1979 and 1982, .private answer sheets were used for alcohol
questions; 1n earlier years respondents %nswered these quest1ons aloud

**Significance levels: SSS, .001; SS, 01"S “05; $§, .10; NS, not s1gn1f1-

. cant; §,_s1gn1f1cance test not performed (79 82 procedures not coMparab]e)

!

Def1n1tlons of terms aﬁﬁ categories used jn this table are: to be found in '
the "Key Definitions” sectlon near the back of this volume

!

~




TABLE 6:  TRENDS

I ’ *
Lifetime Prevalgpcc, 1972-1982: Young Adult§ 2 K .‘S
y o . | Ever:Uscd | |
: - g 2 3.4 5 6 7
Vo . Change:-
NS 1972 1974 1976 1977 1979 1982 ;;g;;gg‘f
Young adults: dge 18-25  (772) (849) (882) (1500) (2044) (1203)
Marijuana 47.9% 52.7% 52.9% 59.9% 68.2X 64.1% K
Mallucinogens St I66% 1703% 1988 25.1% 21,1 S
Cocaine - 9% 12.7% 13.4% 19.1% 27.5% 28.3% NS
Heroin | | 4.6%  4.5%° 3.9% 3.6% 3.5% 1.2% $S
'Nonmedfcal Use of: ‘

. Stimulantd % 1% 16.6% 21.2%" 18.2% 18.0% §
Sedatives | 10 15% 11.9% 18.4%°,17.08 18.7% §
Tranquilizérk B %108 9.0% 13.4%° 15.8% 15.1% §
Analgesics’ i . ' x x - x  11.8% 12.1% K

Any Nonmedical Use = XX XX XX xx  29.5% 28.4% §
Alcohol C | L 81.6% 83.6% 84;2x 95.3%% 94.6%F - NS
Cigarettes . X 68.8% 70.1% 67.6% 82.8% 76.9%  SSS

. § | |

XNot asked. ’ ‘

XXSince questions on_usé-of analgesics were not asked in surveys pripr te
1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeutic (including analgesics)

tould not be reported for these earlier years.
*Not tabulated. . ;o .
*1977 -estimates based on split sample: N=750.

#1n both 1979 and 1982, private answer sheets were used for alcohol
questions; in earlier years respondents answered these questions aloud.

**Significance levels: SSS, .001; SS, .01; S,..05; §, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant; §, significance test not performed (79-82 procedures not -comparable).

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions"*section near the back of this volume.
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**Significance levels: S _
' §, significance test not performed (79-82 procedures not comparable).

]
| TABLE 73+ TRENDS >
§ .
k)
. , ..
Lifetime ﬁr@valenc¢, 1977-1982;  Older Adults .
. @ #
Ever Used . ,
N L U A 5 1§ 1,
» ) . . o Lnanqe i
| 922 1928 16 1927 197 192 19-"g2)
Odder adults: »“ltiﬁil (1613) (2221) (1208) (i802) (JQI;l,& be
Mari-juana AT 9.9% 12.9% 19,30 -419.6% 23.0% e
Hallucinogens rlr 16T Ser ANT 6.4% ALy
Cocaine 1.6 9% 1.6 2.0r 43X 8.5% S99
. . , -3 4
Heroin b4 5% '.31 4%%1 1.1% NS
"“’ Ve
N()nm.e(HCdl Use r)f:~ -
“Stimulants ) 3 O5.6% A.7%° 5.8% | 6.2% 4
U - R -
Sedatives 20 2% 2.4% 28T 35T abx y
Tranquilizers 5% 2 2% 2.ext 3.i1 J.6% 4.
Anauge?\;S \ x X x x  2.7% 3.2% 3
Aay Nonmedical Use XX XX XX xx  9.2%  8.8% - §
Alcohol r x  73.2% 74.7% 77.9% 91.5xf g8.2x!  sss.
- Cigarettes o 5\’ 65.4% 6W.5% 67.0% 83.0% 78.7% 5SS
*Less than .5%. . - F .
XNot asked.

1979, the nonmedical usé of any psychotherapeutif (incldding analgesics)
c0uld not be reported for these earlier years,

TNot tabulated.
*1977 estimates based on split sample: N=897.

#1n both 1979 and 1982, private answer sheets were used for alcohol
questions; in earlier years respondents answered these questions-aloud.

$SS, .00i; SS, ~.01; S, .05; $, .10; NS,

XXSince questions on use of anaegeSI S were not astB in survcys prior to

- cant;

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

23 .
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' ' S TABLE H: o THENUS

Past Year Use, 1932-1983;  voutn
Sowenom g ‘,:"::::i-ov:rr-frw—-« e e A -

N ) ‘ , .

19

N

K v \5 . Lhangv
\ - 190194 1o RIS R EN RSN By
Youth: age 17-17 (8U0) - (952)  (9go) (1245) (<16s)  (1581) '
. { |
Mar it Jyangy : x 14,4y PV 3 ¢ 3
ﬁ!;luctnugvus " oot 404 161 N5
Cocatne ) , LS SN ¢ 4.1 LT
" Heroin : bt 4 e 3 b 4 -
Notnmedical Use of: -
\ ¥ Stimglants, 3 LS SEEND A S IS S 1 4 AT i
| Sedatives o PR S 4 ﬁ.?: IS AR 1 i1y 4
Tranqutlizers X 5 S T SN} A S ! K54 7
Analqesics , X v x Coy R § R ¢ ]
Any Nonmedical Use a xx 1x X h.06% EYS 4 %
e ) ) .
Alcohol x S51% 49.3% 47,817 436wt all 3wt 55
Cigarettes - - ' x x x -~ 24,81 .-
(Alternate Definition - '
Cigarettes)*” {13.3%) {14.2%) {K5)
~ \ - '
- ¢
*Less than 5%,

XNot asked. 6///// .

XXSince questions on use of analgesics were not asked in surveys prior to \
1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeytic {including analgesics)
could- not be reported for these carlier years.

*1977 estinates based on split sapple:  N:=623.

"*In 1979, recency of cigarette use\was asked only of those who had smoked

at least five packs'during their 17fetime. In all other years, no such
r?StrlctIOn was applied. For 1982, this verston wads calculated separately.
tin both H979 and 1982, private answer sheals were ysed for alcohol
questiony; in earlier years respondents‘\::gé?ud these questions aloud.

**Significahce levels: S$SS, .001; SS, .0l; S, .05; %, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant; §, stgni‘lcance test not performed (79-82 procedures not comparable).
Definitions\ of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in

Qo the "Key Oeflinitions™ section near the back of this volume.
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Fast Year Use, 1977-19000  vouny ddults
A M e PARL Year ]
R o I T B
(hange:
al 124 Vulte tyls fuiy D% A PRI EL
Toung idul!“m aye dvf“‘ {220 (u49)  (sash {lsed) {(cuod44) {lesd)
Marijuana ' x B f{. RACON 42 L § ih LA S TS § Y
Hat Tae biagens LR ' 1 G G% 6. 4% G 43 &, 91 Y
{do aitie H T 1 LTS SR 1 DS SR R B % 4 Vit 5%
Hevotn . 1 JHE NS 1S 4 153 a1 .
. .

Kon=ed boal e of \

Stirutant- ’ o REELE WS - A S & 4 Vii, oy y

el by, « YIS 4 ik I 25 4 B/ A

irangat b zers s 4.6t G S S 1 Kk E

Analyenics * ¢ 1 v x 0% SIS 1 %

° 3 f / .
Any Nansedical ue ) ' T T jo., i1 GRS 4
L

Alvahed S A L T s S O A COr LAY BT A 3
Cigarettey ’ x X . v - RS A .-

{Allernate Qefiaition -

Ciqarettes)®® At 7%) (419 (s)

. than 5%,

1
A
LO%

‘x’i‘\h 3% '-l‘u .

XEgince questions on use of anjlgesics were nol asked g
197G, the nonmedical use of any. psychotherapeat o (ncluding
could not be reported for these carlier yvarsg o

Surveys prior o
malgesicf) -

Thot tabylated, - : .
- L _ Yo .
1977 estimates basaed on sphit N7 50,
*TIn 1979, recency of Lxgarwt\v-uac was asked unly 0f $hose ah et gnoie!
at teast five packs during their hifetisme 2n all
restriction wis appiired.  For 1952, thig Sion
P1n botn 1979 and 1987, private ansmer sheets wore used for alcohal
questiong; in earbier years rv,palzﬂﬁt\ AN S weresd questiens atoud,
$5S5, .001; 89, .Gi,
test not performed

sample:

other years, no Sych

was sPated separately,

uz calc

{h'”)!'

S, .05 S, 10 KS, stgntfi- /
79-H2 procetures ol comparabile).

o
levels: not

significance

**S5ignificance

cant; §, {

L)
LY

+

Qo Qefinitions of terms und Calegories used i this 43
ERIC ~ the key Definitions™ section near the bick of s
e _

hile ty be found i

5 volyne,

dre



Fast Year tye,

R A

FABLE Jur  THENOS

“(“‘“tvl!(‘ ¢ ‘?id ult v

Ute din Bast Tear

! N

‘ \ . .
VI SN S S ot
N 4 . . thanye;
: T U T B VY, A UF Y R V) R U VIO SR P O
SRS SRS (AT A SA A L) A EAAN
tHhder atutts: e She Aluld) (2080 (1Tod) (udeo) YiG14)  {*70d)
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(37.3%)

*Leny than 51, : _ '

ol guhoesd

L}
reince questions 9n use of nalygesics were nol asked in Surveys prior to
1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeutic (including analgesics)
Could rot be reported for these earlier years,
Thot tahulateq. ‘
. o t , .
1927 vstinmeles based on split sample:  N+750.

coy

in 1979, recency of cigarette use was asked only of those who had smoked
At Feast five packs during their lifetime. [n all other years, no such
restriction was applied. For 1942, this version was calculated separately,
Pin bnoth 1979 and 1352, private answer sheets were used for alcohol
- Suestions ) an earlier years respandents answered lngﬁc questions aloud.
elignifacance levels: S8, .00 OL0 S, L0508, 100 NS, not signifi-
cant; &5 signiticance test not porfy (79-32 pYocedures not comparable).
s .o

e T et

efanitions ot terms and categories used in thys table are to be found in
the “key Uefanitions™ section nede the back of this yolume.
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g TABLE 11: TRENDS ‘'

Past Month Use, 1972-1982: 'Youth

i

X _ - - Use in Past Month

4 o 1. 27, 3 4 5 -6 .1
. . " - L “Change:
| 1972 1974 1976 1977 1979 = 1982 = '79-'82**
v . s T - .
¢ Youth: age 12 17 - (880) - (952) " (986) (1272) (2165)  (1581) |
Mar1Juana SO 12% 12.3% 16.6% 16.7%  11.5% ¢ SSS.
‘,Halluc1nogens _ ‘1.4% 1.3%  .9% 1.6% «2.2% 1.4% - NS
\ Cocaine . 6% 1.0% 1.0 . .8% 1.4% 165 NS
5 Heroin S S N N S S JR
. . . w "J ’ - ' C
® . Nonmedical Use of:
Stimulants . % 1% 1.2% ‘1.3 1.2%7 2.6% .,  §
Sedatives .. .- X 1%. ¢ % ;8%'. 1.1% 1.3% §
v ) ." . : " ] ) 'I. .
Tranquilizers Cox o, 1% 01.1% 0 7% ..6% - 9% § .
:Analgesics : ‘grx' Cx X e x = .6% ARV i_,§
' L.AnyvNonmedica1.Use xx.d_  xx : xx,. xx.". 2.3% '>3,8% ' ".§
CMleohol. . x 34 32.4% 3L2g 37 2t 26.9%F  sss
C1garettes o o x . 25% 23.4% 22 3% -F | l4.7%" --
4 (Alternate Def1n1t1on - . ' o
& Cigarettes)™” o T s a . (12. 1%) (12. 3%)  (NS) -
'ﬂ‘fLess than: .5%. e e :f  , o , .,’
XNot asked. . - T o SR

- XXSince. quest1ons on use of ana]gesmcs were ‘not - asked in surveys pr1or to
1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeut1c (1nc1ud1ng ana]ges1cs)
cou]d not be reported for these ear ears., ‘ .

1977 est1mates based on sp]1t Sample N 623

';1°‘In 1979 recency -of c1garette use was- asked on]y of those who had smoked
. at 1east five packs dur1ng 1he1r lifetime. 1In all other years, no such
.restriction was applied.. For 1982, this version was calculated separate]y

#1n both 1979 and 1982, pr1vate answer sheets were used for alcohol _
questions; in ear11er years respondents answered these quest1ons -aloyd.

?_i**S1gn1f1can;e levels: SSS, .001; SS, .0l; S, .05; $, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant; §,. s1gn1f1cance test - not performed (79 82 procedures not comparab]e)

,1 Definitions of terms and categor1es used in this tab]e are to be found in 3:
_ the “Key Def1n1f1ons" sect1on near the back of* this volume

s




| TABLE 12: TRENDS,
Past Month Use, 1972-1982: ‘ Young Adults

. Use in Past Month .
1 - 2 3 4 5 6 7

.

‘ o i - ’ Change:
- 1972 *1974 1976 1977 1979 1982 '79-'82%*

‘Young adults: age 18-25  (772) (849) (882) (1500) (2044) (1283)

‘Marijuana - 27.8% 25.2% 25.0% 27.4% 35 4" 27.4%  SSS

“Hallucinogensy | P25t 1w 2.0% 4.4%" 1.7%‘ ~sss g
Cocaine” - -t 3.0% 2.08 3.7% .9, 3% 68t 35
Heroid, j. - S { t *9 *9) | % % ' ‘;% _
Nonmedﬁcél Uée of : { N x0T . S- o ;

.Stim01ants o X 3.7%  4.7% 52.5%f 3.5% - 4.7% . §
Sedatires - N L x 1;6%'. 2.3% 2.8%° 2.8% 2.6% s
Tranquilizers ”i"' 2% 2.6% 2,4%' 2.1% . 1.6% §

~ Analgesics = x - X - x  x 1.0% 1.0% §
‘Any Nohmedioal Use xx‘. Coxx o oxx© 1X¥ N 6-2% '_i7.0% §

'Altohéi - ,é%%~ R ;x‘ 69.3% 69.0% 70.0% 75. oat e7.08f 5SS

Clgarettes . : -1f 3 | 'yx . 48.8% 49 ;4% 47 3% -~ 39}5% : -~
(Alternate Definition - SRR o o
‘Cigarettes)*® ' e _ . " (42.6%) (38.0%) (S).
*Less than .5%. __ % | |
XNot asked. k

XXSince questlohe on use of ané]gesic5 were not asked in 'surveys prior to
1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeutic (1nc1ud1ng analge51cs)
could no® be reported for these earller years

TNot tapulated.
*1977 estimates based - on sp11t samp]e N=750.

,"In 1979, recency of c1garette ‘use was asked. only of thoée who had smoked
- - at least five packs during their lifetime. In all other years, no such
_J;estrlctlon was applied. For 1982 this version was calculated separately

#In\Bﬁth 1979 and 1982, pr1vate answer sheets were used for alcohol
questlons in earlier years respondents answered these questlons aloud.

**Slgnlflcance levels: 'SSS, 001 ss, .01; S, .05, $, .10; NS, not SIgn1f1-'
cant; §, SIgnlflcance test not performed (79-82 procedures not comparable)

. Definitions of terms and categorles used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" sectlon near the back of this volume. :

- og
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| e  TABLE 13i  TRENDS

_Qﬁé;MQnth Usel 1972-1982: Older Adults

. j, 1 _ Use in-Past Month
j o 1 2 ' 3 4 5 6 7
/- Y | S : S Change:
f 1972 19747 1976 1977 1979 1982 '79-'82%4
Older, adults: age 26+  (1613) (2221) (1708}~(1822) (3015) (2760)
Marijuan | 2.5¢ 2.0% 3.5% 3.3% 6.0% . 6.68 NS -
*j;'thlucinogens o ‘ T *% *% Y% JxY. *9 -
/" Cocaine t *% % %% 9% 1.2% NS®
. heroin R S . T ST
Nonmedical Use of: '. , ' T~
Stimulants - X %% %% 6%° 5% .6% §
Sedatives o T x *% 5% *%° xg vy T8
: Tkahquilizers - . x %% *% kg kg } *% . v§
Ahé]gesics L X g X X x %% *% . §
Any Nonmedical Use XX XX XX - XX 1.1  1.2% §
‘Alcohol © - x .54.5% 56.0% 54.9% 61.3%% s6.74t  sS
Cigarettes = - - x -39.1% 38.4% 38.7%  --  34.6%  --
(Alternate Def1n1t1on - : L
Cigarettes)®*® o v . - (36.9%) (34.1%) ($).
*Less than ‘5§4' o ” . g\\
XNot ‘asked.

XXSince questions on use of ana]ges1cs were not asked in surveys prlor to
- 1979, the nonmedical use of any psychotherapeutic (including ana]ges1cs)
could notgbe reported for these earlier years.

thot ‘tabulated. : .
' '1927'e§timates‘basedvon‘split sample: N=897.

**In 1979, recency of cigarette use was asked only of those who had smoked
at least five packs during their lifetime. . In all other years, no such
restriction was applied. For 1982, this version was calculated separate]y

B #In both 1979 and 1982, private answer sheets were used for alcohol
questlons, in earlier years respondents answered_these questions aloud.

f*Slgn1f1cance levels: SSS, .001; SS, .01; S, .05; §, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant §, significance test not performed (79-82 procedures not comparable).

Def1n1t1ons qf terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key- Definitions" section near the back of this volume. :




TABLE 14: 1982 PATTERNS OF USE

Marijuana and Other Iicits® Youth, Young Adults, and Older Adults

/

_Meéver used marijuana,
cocaine, hallucinogens,
~or heroin

Used marijuena only

Used cocalne, halluc1nogens,

or hero1n_.

3

25

1 2
Youth: Young adu 0lder adults:
age 12-17 age 18-25 age 26+
(1581) (1283) (2760)
73.1% 35.4% 76.7% -
18.4 32.2 13.3
8.5 32.4 0.0

~Some'categories do not édd to 100% because of rounding

.Def1n1t1ons of terms and categor1es used 1n this table are to be found in the
"Key Def1n1t10ns" section near the back of this volume.

~

Opportunity and L1fet1me Prevalence of Marijuana and Other Ill1c1ts

TABLE 15: 1982 OPPO

RTUNITY ¥

>

r

Youth, Young Adults, and Older Adults

Mari juana
Hdlldcinogens
Co&;'i’ne_
Heroin

*Less than .5%.

Older adults:

Youth: . Young adulté: :
age 12-17 (1581) | age 18-25 (1283) | age 26+ (2760)
1 2 3 4 5 . ' 6
Chance . Ever. | Chance Ever Chance Ever
< to use used to use ‘used ‘to use  used
50.5%  26.7% | 85.5%  64.1% |40.5%  23.0%
_ ' J : :
14.6% - 5.2% | 37.3% 21.1% [ 15.4%  6.4%
19.6% 6.5% | 52.2%  28.3% | 18.2%  8.5%
6.8% x| 12:49 r.2% | 8.0%  1.1%.
. . -

<

Definitions of terms and categor1es used in thlS table are to be found in the
"Key Def1n1t1ons" section near the back of this volume y/ :

30
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- ~ MARIJUANA
* . . )

Lifetime Preva]ence and Patterns of Use: 1982 -

Marijuana use remains a strongly age graded phenomenon that peaks during the
young adult years. One or two-time "experlmental" use is not the norm; in-
deed, use on daily or near- da11y basis is not an unusual outcome. New data
(gathered for the first time in the 1982 survey) indicate that marijuana is
frequently used in combination with alcohol and other drugs.

The -lifetime preVa]ence of marijuana use -- that is, the percentage who have
at least tried the drug at some point during their lifetime -- is 8% for 12
and 13 year olds but considerably higher for 14 and 15 year'olds (24%) and
higher still for 16 and 17 year olds (46%). By the young adult years,
lifetime prevalence reaches 64%. - In the "older adult" age ranges, we find
that 60% of all 26 to 29 year olds, 53% of all 30 to 34 year olds, and 24% of
those aged 35 to 49 report that they have used marlJuana on one or more -
occasions. Only 5% of persons aged 50 or older have had the exper1ence of
trying marijuana. : ‘

Lifetime patterns of use 1nd1cate that only 7.7% of all youth -- §hat is, less
than one-third of the 12 to 17 year olds who have ever tried marijuana -- say
they have used on just one or two occasions. In the young adylt opu]atlon,
only about one in seven young adult "ever users" can be c]ass1 ied as

one-or- ~-two-time "exper1menters " . :

The experience of having used 1ntens1ve1y or-on a near- dally basis over the
course of a month or more is not a rarity among today's young adults: 21% of
this entire age group -- about one-third of those who have ever tried
marijuana -- report that at some point during their 11ves they used th]S drug
on 20 or more days out of a single month

C sum1ng a]coho] 8n the same occasion as marijuana is now a fairly widespread
practice.  For examp]e, 16% of all young adults (one in four "“ever users") say
t on the occasions when they have used marijuana they have usually.had an
lcohol drink as well. Those who say they never used alcohol on the same
occasion as marijuana are a definite m1nor1ty of marijuana users in all age
groups. Data on the simultaneous use ef marijuana and other illicit drugs

are presented in the following chapter ("Ha]]uc1nogens, Cocaine, Hero1n")
' s



28

Current Prevalence and Patterns of Use: 1982

The prevalence of current marijuana use refers to the percentage who used the
drug during the month prior to the survey interview. Current use is related .
to both the age and the sex of the respondent. Whereas 2% of 12 and 13 year
olds report current marijuana use, 8% of 14 and 15 year olds say they used
~during the past month, -as do 23% of 16 and 17 year olds and about 27% of all
young adults. Among “older adults," 19% of those aged 26 to 29 now report
past-month use, as do 15% of the 30 to 34 age group. However, current
prevalence dwindles to 8% for the 35 to 49 age group and virtually disappears
for those aged 50 and older (less than one-half of one percent of this age :
group report current marijuana use). : o o
Among youth, boys- and girls have comparable current use rates, but in the 18
to 25 age group current marijuana use is almost twice as likely among young
men (36%) as among young women (19%). Thus, a little more than half of the
young men who tried marijuana are current users; in contrast, about one-third
of the young women who tried it say they used during the past month. ’

Among youth, about half the current marijuana users report that during the

past-month they used either on 1 to 2"days or on 3 to 4 days. Among young

adults, however, these "light" current users are outnumbered by those report-
" ing use oqns to 19-days or on 20 or more days in the current month.

Indeed, in the young adult group, about one in four current users (7% of the
~entire age group). reports that, during the month prior to “interview, he/she
consumed marijuana on a daily or a near daily basis. Comparing’ this figure
. (7%) to the percentage of young adults who say they ever used on 20 or more
days out of a single month (21%), we see that many young persons have dis-
continued intensive or "daily" use of this drug. '

7

’
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Trends in Marijuana Prevalence: 1971-1982 L © e

: . ¢
For youth and young adults, the most recent trends -- that is, changes in
prevalence between the 1979 and 1982 surbeys -- represent a departure from
the upward trends observed throughout most of the 1970s. Trends in Lifetime
prevalence at least are "leveling of f" for both youth and young adults., =~
Current prevalence levels are definitely down. For example, in the 1977 and -
1979 surveys, nearly 17% of all 12 to 17 year olds reported past-month use of
marijuana, whereas 11.5% of today's youth say they used marijuana during the
month prior to the 1982 survey interview. Similarly, in the 1929 survey,
35.4% of all young -adults reported past month use (an all time high), but by
1982 this figure had dropped eight percentage points to 27.4%, -

’

~

Over ‘the course of this series of surveys, the percentage of youth reporting
current marijuana use rose from 6% in 1971 to nearly 17% in the late seven-
ties, and the percentage of past-month young adult users increased from 17%
in-1971 to 35% in 1979. In light of the recent decline reported above,”it

seems clear that marijuana us ed during the. late seventies -- at least
for the younger age groups jnf;ﬁiﬂﬁbpulation.4-Future surveys in this series
will®indicate whether, or to what extent, the downward trend will continue
throughouf the eighties. |- _ : - -

The 1979 to 1982 declines abserved for younger persons were not matched by
declines in the population aged 26 and older. On the contrary, some increases
in ‘the prevalence of marijuana use were found because ,of the changing compo-
sition of this age group. That is, each year & new cohort of persons enter

the "older adult" age category -- and today's new entrants include many who
first used marijuana as youth or young adults during the 1970s and who bring
‘with them the characteristics and experience typical of that era. Thus;,

having tried marijuana is no longer limited to the very young, and current use
is no longer extremely rare in the "middle age" XSars. ‘ )

-

¢
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TABLE 16: 1982 PREVALENCE

Recency of Marijuana Use Among Subgroups of Youth’

68

v
e 123 4 5,
; ’ Past year, Not '
Ever Past  not past  past Never
used | month month year used
Youth: age 12-17 (1581) . - 26.7% 11.5% 9.1 v 6.0 73.3
Age: , - | :
12-13 (515) - 8% 2% 4 3 92
14-15 (511) , 4% | 8% 10 6 - 76
16-17 (555) : “46% - 23% 13 9 jﬁ) ,
~ ~* ) ~ L ’
Sex: T . _ -
Male (830) _ - 28% 13% 9 6 - 12
Fema]e (7591) ' o 25% - 10% 9 6_ 75
. Race: .. . : o -
Whita . (1314) . 279 | 12% 10 6 73 -
Black -and other races ( 262) 23% 10% 5 7 77
Region: W ' : :
"~ Northeast ~ (337) ' 31% - 15% 11 4 69
- North Central (442) : 26% 15% 5 6 74
- South . (571) , 23% 8% 9 6 77
West (231) . , 29% 10% 12 8 71
Population density: ‘ E ‘
Large metropolitan (463) L 32% 17% 10 - 5
Small metropolitan. (502) ' - 23% 8% 9 . 6 77"
Nonmetropolitan (616) o 2% b 9% 7 : 8 76
: f

Some categories do not add to 100% because of rounding.

- Definitions of terms and categories used. in this table a?L to be found in the
"Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main source: Question M-5. Supplementary information from Questfon M-6 and
- Question F-1 (Marijuana). PR

-

34




TABLE 17: 1982 PREVALENCL

Recency of Marijuana Use Among Subgroups’ of Youny Adults

1 2 3 4 5
Past year, Not
Ever Past  not past past Never
o used month month year used
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) / 64.1% 27.4% 12.9  23.7  35.9
Age: - - .
18-21 (546) S 64% 28% 15 20 36
22-25 (737) ‘ 64% 27% 1o . 27 36
Sex: . o o ‘ ‘ : .
Male  (574) ; 68% 36% 12 21 32
Female (709) » ) 60% - 19% - 14 226 0 40
Race: _ , o ’ : .
white ' (1106) 65% 26% 14 25 35
Black and other races ( 174) 61% 35% 7 19 39
Education: | Lo J ‘ |
Not high school graduate (242) 66% . 35% 11 20 34 .
High school graduate (545) 64% 26% - 27 36
Attended college . (478) . 62% 24% - 16 22 38
» Completed 1-3 years (327) ' : .64% 26% 17 21
Graduate : - (151) 58% 19% 13 26
‘Now .a full-time - B . ’ '
cq?lege student  (228) ) 60% 26% 15 . 19
“Region: .. T - . J ‘ | ’ ' .
Northeast = (251) : 66% . 31% 13 21 34
North Central (310) ‘ 64% 27% 12 25 36
South : (494) ' - 59% 26% - 11 .22 41
West (228) 70% 27% 16" oA 30
Population density: , ’ . v
Large metropolitan (374) 69% 32% 13 23 31
Small metropolitan (472) 63% 26% 14 24 37
Nonmetropolitan (437) | T 59% 23% 11 24 41

Some categorles do not .add to 100% because of rounding.

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are,to be’ found in the
""Key Definitions" sect1on near the back of this volume.

Main Source: Question M-5. Supplementary information from Questlon M-6 and
Question F-1 (Marijuana). ,
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TAULE 18: 1982 PREVALENCE

Recency of Marijuana Use Ambng Subgroups of 0lder Adults

L 2 3 4 5
. Past year, Not
Ever Past  not past past Never
used month month year used
Older adults: age 26+ (2760) 23.0% 6.6% 4.0 12.4  77.0
Age: ' .
o~ 26-29 (693) 60% 19% 11 29 40
30-34 (878) f“] 53% 15% 8 29 47
35-49 (505) <4 24% [ 68X 4 12 76
50+ (684) 5% vy 1 4 95
[ .
Sex:
Male (1233) 30% lOX 6 14 70
. Female (1527) TS 3% 3 I 83
Race: ‘ / :
White (2395) .23 6% 4 12 - 17
Black and other races 0 362) 27% 9% 3 15 73
’ / - ‘
Edqutlon L ’
Not high school graduate (1650) 10% 2% 1 6 90
High school graduate’ (1011) 20% 5% 3 11 80
. 7 Attended college (1077) 36% 11% 7 18 64
, Completed 1-3 ye rs (484) K154 11% 6 17 66
Graduate [ (593) 38% St 7 20 62
!

- Region: , : ‘
Northeast (628) | 26% 9% 4 14 - 74
North Central (748) ! 21% 5% 4 12 - 79
“South (946) | 17% 5% 3 9 83

. West (438) i 32% _ 9% 6 17 68
Population denSIty k .
Large metropolitan (840) | 27% 9% 4 14 73
Small metropoﬂltan (952) 24% 6% 5 S 76
Nonmetropolitan (968) 15% 3% 3 9 85

|
\
\
K
!
\
|
1

Some categoriés‘do not add to \00% because of rounding,

*Less than 5%, .

&Def1n1t1ons of terms and categoq1es used in this table are to be found in the
"Key Definitions" section near t?e back of this volume,

Main Source Question M-5. Supplementary 1nformat|on from Question M-6 and .
‘Question F-1 (Marijuana). :

Q “ ' - ' E)(; | .
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TABLE 19:  TRENDS

Lifetime Prevalence and Past Month Use af Marijuana, 1921-19p2:
Youlh, Young AduTis, “and OTder AduTts

B 2 3 4 5 6 ... 8
‘ | Change:
1971 1972 1974 1976 1977 1979 - 1982 $79-1[p2es
Youth: '
age 12-17 (781)  (880) (952) ~(986) (1272) (2165) (1581)
4o ]
Ever used f”‘“\iix 14 23% 22.4% 28.0% 30.9% 26.7% S
Use in past month 34 % 12 12.3% 16.6% 16.7% 11.5% $$8
Young adults: ' ' ’
age 18-25 (7841) (772) (849) (8?2) (1500) (2044) (1283)
Ever used 39.3% 47.9% 52.7% 52.9% 59.9% 68.2% 64.1% b
. Usc in past month  17.3% 27.8% 25.2% 25.0% 27.4% 135.4% 27.4%  SSS
’ .y
Older adults:; :
age 26+ - (1664) (1613) (2221) (1708) (1822) (30?5) (2760)
Ever used . 9.2% ., 7.4% 9.9% 12.9% 15.3% 19.6% 23.0% S
Use in past month 1.3% ' 2.5% 2.0% 3.5% 3.3% 6.0% 6.6% NS

**Slgn1f1cance levels: SSS, .0Q1; ss, .0l; S, .05: §, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant. A

I

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are :\\be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this wolume. -

Main Source (1982): Question M-5. Supplementary 1nformat1on'from bues—
tion M-6.
, , ] }
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TAHLE 20 TRi&DS
o

Lifetine Prevalence OF Marijuans Use by Age: 1971-19u2

£
o o e g fv«v“'« .{Iz.z_:‘j}:l,u—vJ e s v ey <o ot e g R A v
SR T SN DR ST SRR S A .
. rf) .. hange:
vz 1an4 1976 1927 1979 1982 t79. g2
199{“{ = e o e v e L e e LT He
age 1717 MY l4x 200 22.4% 4.0t 1091 Y6t ;
Age:
1214 0% 1 3 61 41 H1 Y NG
1.1 N L SR (1) S5 SRR ST S I S T g
16-17 | Moo W Ao et 1T 46k NS
\{Qﬁﬁqudulgx; ’ » .
Ay T3 3930 ®oax srr 5291 59.9% 68.21 o.1x s
Aqe: ;

18.21 , 0% 55¢ 56T 52T S§T 69T bAX NS
2228 L__h."’ MW 40x ¢ 4ux ,?3: 621 bUT 64X NS
‘ }

glder adults: , :

age 2oy 9.2%  7.4x 9.9% 12.9% 15.3% 19.6% 23.0% S
Age:

26-34 - 19%  20x  29¢  36% 44y 48%  56% $S

+ : 7% 3% ax 6% % 10x 1% NS

**Significance levels: SSS, .001;\55, 015 S, .05, $, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant,
——————————
Definitions of terms and Categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982): Question M-5;~




n . TASLE “1 TRe N

Lifetime Prevalence of Marijuana Anany Subgroups of Tagtho  D9/1-0 o

M-

Cbver thed

IR ST U SR IR SR SO N
v -
Chanje.
1921 lulz 14974 19l 1977 Viig o fune A RS (R LS
)f‘()uf h-f e R S emee S sty bt 2 i T e g
age 17-17 LT SEE 1 SRS | SEAEE S SRR, S 0 D) S ) ¢ S
6% _ .

Male L SR 1L S £ SRV SN 6 VSN £ S
3} fenale , M 1ix Sl 19% S S S N
Race: : (

white , % 4 16t Jax S0 RaY) ER% 4 Ji% $

@lack. amy other .

races 171 4% 15§ it RAMS 1 il 23% $
H vatan: / :

Sortheast ins 163 Jout it 1t i kRS N

North Central { it 142 KR TO% Syt 34y 201 4

South '3 v 0 I 10% lux R D SRR} 4 Y

Wost Jo% St 0% RI$24 3h% Jox JUr NS

(¢
Populatton densaty: )

Large metropolitan 153 1 Sz RS 31 i1 £1) 32% RS

Small ametropolitan 1h% 16% R 4 A% RS i 23 NS

nonmetropnlitan 1327 - 1% 15% lax 13% 2% 233 H

*Significance levels: 555, 001 55, A0S, .05, 8, 100 KNS, not sigdifi-
"nt. e i T

Definitions of terms and categories used in thiy table are to be found in
the “"Key Definitions™ section near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982): "Question M-5.

S
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TAHLE 22;  [HENGS

Lifetime Frevalence af Marijuan 3 Amony Subigroups of Youny Adultts: 1976-1967

“"""l‘-'—"' fotoar L‘.S_!‘ S
A Change;:
76 1970 1979 1942 79-'B2we

Young sdults: age lu- A R N BT s

Can )

REAR S .
Hale 021 H6Y /5% 6T 59
Femile 41 49% It 60% NS

Rage:

White 591 bly 69% 65% b
Black and other races . quY 85% 62% 6lx NS

. <

Fducation:

Nel high school graduate B 1 4 7% 0’g 1103 4 NS
High achool yraduate hut oy 691 64% NS
Attended college . < blix bH% 13% 7 S 58
Completed 1-3 youars - » . 5% LHX 74% N 64% S
Graduate ) T 6481 55% 6B { 58% NS
Vouta full et oot lege atudons 6% 63% 6% 00% NS
‘Region: | ' v
Rortheast . 14} 1 6% 71% 66% NS _
__ North Centra)d WML Bl — A G -

a Sauth , 2% 50% 6l% 59% NS
West ' 64% 67% - 71%. 70% NS

Population density; ,

Large metropolitan ' 59%¢ 63% 13% 69% NS
Small metropolitan T 59% . 64% 68% 63% NS

Nonmetropolitan » 8% 48% 61% 59% NS

**Significance levels: SSS. .001; Ss, .0l; S, .05; §, .10; NS, not signifi:
© cant. . ¥ '

ODefinitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions™ section near the back of this volume,

Main Source (1982): Question M-5,

ERIC 40




| ‘ *TABLE,23: TRENDS e
a . . ’ Q‘ o ’ -- - o ° ¢ ) . - .
Lifetime Prevalence of Marijuana Among Subgroups of Older Adults: 1976-198¢
| . N 'EveF~Useq» L TN
. | 1 2 3" 4 5 -
Coe - o o - . Change:
b . SR 71976 1977 1979 1982 ©'79- ‘82**
j - . . " f LT ,:' N . .
0lder adults: age 26+ 12.9% -15.3% 19.6% 23.0% S
Sex: e ) . L : ‘
© :Male S L S 19% 21y 26% 30% - $
Female . . ' 7% 10% 14% 17% $
Race: h : | S ‘ : o —
White , - S : 12% 15% 19% . 23% SS
B]ack and other races - o 17% 20% 26% - 27% NS
Educat1on I v ' : S
. Not high school" graduate T 6% . 6% - 9% . 10% . NS
High school graduate ' s 12% 16% 18% 205, NS
~ Attended college i L 20% 25% 30% 36% ‘ °S
Completed 1-3 years e 16% 26% . 27%. - 34% R
Graduate T 28k 24% 33% - 38% -~ NS
- : : LT >
Region: - - - R e ) )
Northeast™ - . 1% 119% 20% ¢ . 26% .- S
~.North Central : . lo% 14% 16%  21%. S
South - : . 10% 9% 18% - 7% . NS
west o o o 18% 23% 27% r'32% , NS
Populatlon dens1ty vT," ) o ke
Large metropolitan . , 194  20% 23% - 27% NS
Small metropolitan : C . 12% . 16% 21% 24% NS :
. Nonmetropolitan : Co. TR 9% 4% 15% NS - -
_ — . v , o | ":>\,//‘
C . '°‘ ‘
**S1gn1ﬁcance 1evels . SS§, .001; SS, .01; S, .050;'$,-.— .10; NS, not signifi-
~cant o : - ‘ ' '

Def1n1t1ons of terms and categor1es used in th1s table are to be found in.
" the "Key Def1n1t1Rns" section near the back of "this volume i

Main Source (1982): Questlon M-5. S N
BN
.-
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| TABLE QA:- TRENDS .
. Past Month Use of Marijuana by Age: 1971-1982
: . S ) _ ~
' - y . ' . ( " E . ‘.— .
<\;J/ , ! o Use in Pa%t Month K o )
S 2 3 4 "5 " § 7 8
: . : - o - Change:~
g 1971 1972 1974 1976 1977. 1979 1982 '79-'82%*
Youth: ' L. S T :
age 12-17 . 6% 7% . 12% 12.3% 16.6% 16.7%. 11.5% vSSS
Aée:,  B o oo ' |
©o12%13 ‘ 2% 1% 2% . 3% 4% 4% 2% NS
- 14-15 : . *7% 6%  12%  13% l6%  17% 8% SSS
- 16-17 o 10% 16% 20% . 2% 30% 28% 23% $
' Young adults: L _ ' ’ L
' age 18-25 - 17.3% 27.8% 25.2% 25.0% 27.4% 35.4% 27.4% *SSS -
- o . o AR A .
‘Age: - ' - o 2 .
.. 18-21 T T 30%. , 25% 302 .~ 40% 28% SSS.
. 22-25 T T T20% 25% - 24%  30% - 27% NS
N J . | : L
Older adults: . : : ’ .
age 26+ 1.3 2.5% 2.0%4 3.5% 3.3% 6.0 6.6% NS \\
 Age: . ) SRR L - : |
26-34 T - 5% . 9% 8% 11% ﬂjﬁ% 17% 17%> NS
3B+ *% e S 1% 1 2% = 3% - NS
S ‘*L.e~ss thén 5%
"Not tabulated. - S | B &
- **Significance levels: SSS, .001; SS, .01; S, .05; §, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant. .- . ' = 8 ‘ B )
. Definiééghs of terms and categories used: in this table are to be found in
the "K¥¥ Definitions" section ‘near the back of . this.vojume. ~
Main Source (1982): Question M-5. Supplementary information from Ques- . .-
Ction"M-6. . g o TR 4 S
- : é : _ ‘.
> e Y ) (
42
.
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TABLE 25: TRENDS
Past Month Use of Marijuana Among Subgroups of Youth: 1971-1982 -

Cp . . . S

Use in Past Minth. L
| N 3 . 4 5 6. 1 8

' S . ' _ Change:
: P 1971 1972 1974 1976 1977 1979 1982 '79-'82*:
~ Youth: ' IR S ‘
age 12-17 S 6% 7% 12% 12.3% 16.6% 16.7% 11.5% SSS
Sex: e g ' ' ' '
Male * " 7% . 9% 12% 14% 20% 199  13% - SS-
Female ‘ 5% 6% . 1l1%  11% 13% 14% 10% S
Race: o - . . :
' White - ; C f 8% 12% 12% 17% 17% 12% SS
‘Black and other ~ . _ ) , . r
races . . . 2% 0 9% 11% 14%  15% 10% NS
Region: . : T 4
Northeast - . 9% - 7% 14%  13% 22%  20% 15%° NS
North Central ' 5% % 1% 16% - 20% 19% ' 15% NS
South - 2% 4% 6% 7% - 8% “12% - 8% $
West - 1% 14 19%  17% 22% 165  10% - $

Population density: : .
14%  18% - 22% 20% 17% NS

Large.metropolitan =~ 9% t
Small metropolitan 7% t 11% 1:% 17%- 14% 8% S
Nonmetropolitan -,z 3% T 104 .~ 8% .10%  15% . 9% SS
. 3 _ ’
TNot tabulated. . - 5

**Significance levels: SSS*.001; SS, .0l; S, .05; $, .10; NS, not signifi-
cant. : : S

Definitions of }erms and cétegor1es used‘1n this table are to be found in
the "Key Def1n1t1ons" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982): Question M-5. Supp]ementary 1nformat1on from Ques-
tion M-6.. - : .

A
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| TABLE 26: TRENDS

Past Month Use of Marijuana. Among Subgroups of Young Adults: 1976-1982

Sy

. Use'in Past Ménth

1 2 3 4 - . 5
_— v S Change:
, ) _ 1976 1977  1979. 1982‘j , '79-'82%%*.
Young adults: age 18-25 | 25.0% 27.4% 35.0% 27.4% sss
) . a ! : H -
Sex: < . o , S ’
Male ) 31% 35% ,45% 7 36% - SS.
Female o 19% 20% 26% . 19% SS
Race: ' , | " ~
~ White ' 26%  28% ~ 36% 26% SSS
Black and other races 22% 24%  .34% . 35% NS
Education:’ '- : . e h |
Not -high ‘schoo]l graduate o 23% 21% 41% 35% -~ NS
. High school graduate 21% 29% 30% 26% : NS
" Attended college - 32% - 30% 38%  24% SSS
Completed 1-3 years o - 33% 32% 40% 26% SSS
Graduate ‘ . 28% 22% . 33%  19% S .
Now a fullstime=®pllege student  32% - 3)% 37% 26% .S
d : : - .
Region: ' : - ' \\\\\\y,‘
Northeast | _ 26%x  34% . 40%  31% - $
North Central ' 27% 29% - 38% 27% - SS
South "~ S 18% 17% 30% 26%: NS
West S ) : .- 35% 33% 36% 27% . %
Population dens1ty ‘ ‘ © ) o . .
Large metropolitan : 29% 31% 39% 32% - $
.Small metropolitan o 28% 29% 36% = 26% ' SS

Nonmetropolitan | o 16% 18%  30% 23% S

. 5t

**Significance levels: SSS,-.OOl;'SS, .01; S, .05; $, 10 NS, not swgnlfl- Y
cant ’ ‘

9

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found 1n
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main- Source (1982): Question M-5. Supplementary information from Ques-~
tion M-6. ' - ' . -,

~
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TABLE 27: TRENDS

Y

Past Month Use of Marijuana Among Subgroups of Older Adults: 1976-1982

in Past Month

2

1 2 3 g 5

. S Change:
_ 1976 1977 1979 1982 '79-'82%*
. Older adults: age 26+ L 3.5% .3.3% 6\0% 6.6% NS
Sex: : ‘ - | ' . k ) _‘
. Male o 6% 4 9%  10% NS
Female" 2% 2 3% 3% NS
Race: , ) - ' . -
White : 3% 3% 6% 6% NS -
Black and .other races , o 6% 4% 8% 9% NS
' Education: B ‘ - .
Not..high school graduate -1 1% .3% 2% NS -
High school graduate . 3% 3% 5% 5% NS
Attended college : ‘ . 6% 7% 10% 11% ‘NS
“Completed 1-3 years 5 9% 9% 11%' NS
Graduate B . 7% 4% 11% 11% NS
Region: - . e
"~ Northeast o L , 5 5% 7% 9% NS
:North Central- % © 3% 4% 5% - NS
South - 3% 1% 5% 5% NS,
West . : - ' 4% 5% 9% 9% =~ NS ¢
Qggfulation density: S . o | -
~ X, arge metropolitan 5 5% . 8% 9% NS
Small metropolitan v 4% 3% 6% 6% - NS

Nonmetropolitan : 1% . " 1% 4% 3% NS

**S1gn1f1cance levels: SSS, .001; Sﬁ, ;01;‘5, .05; §, .10} NS, né% signifi-';
cant. : S S '

- Definitions of terms and categor1es ‘used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" sect1on near the back of this volume.

Main SEEE:N“}&SBZ) Quest1on M-5. Supplementary 1nformat1on from. Ques—
M-6. \ o

‘t1on

v
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TABLE 28: PATTERNS OF USE

Marijuana: Youth, Young Adults, and Older Adults

1 2 3.

Youth: * Young adults: Older adults:
age 12-17  age 18-25 age 26+
‘ (1581) - (1283). ~ (2760)
Lifetime Patterns :
Lifetime frequency of use , .
1 or 2 times - 7.7% 9.5% 6.2%
3 to 10 times - 7.2 12.6 5.0
11 to 99 times 5.7 17 .4 4.9
100 or more times 571 24.0 6.9
Not sure how many times o Vi .6 Yox
Never used marijuana. - ) 73.3 35.9 7.0
Alcoﬁol use on the same.
occasion
Usually | 3.9% 15.6% 5.3%
About half the time 3.3 8.1 3.5,
0ccas1ona11y/rare1y 9.4 27.3 7.1
" Never 9.6 10.0 5.9.
Not sure if same occasion/skipped * 3.0 1.3
Never used marijuana I 73.3 35.9 77.0
"Da11y" marijuana use
Ever used on 20+ days in s oo
one month : 4 5.8% 21.2% 4.2%
A1l other users - - = - 20.9 2.9 __~Iv.8
Never used marijuana 73030 ' 35.9 . 17.0
Current Patterns N
Da&s used in past month
20.or more ~ - 2.1% 7.0% 1.1%
5-19 ‘ - ' 3.5 8.7 2.1
3-4 ' ' 1.3 3.1 . 1.2
-2 . SR 4.2 8.0 2.2
Not past month user - ) 15.1° - 36.6° 16.4.
Not sure how many days * s6 *
3 35.9 - 77.0

- Never used marijuana. . - 73.

Some categories do not add to 100% because of rounding.
*Less than .5%.

Definitions of terms and categor1es used in this tab]e are to be found in the
- "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982): Questions M-4, M- 6, M- 8, and M-9. Supplementary
QO ‘information from Questlon M-5. - 46 ,

( .
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HALL.UCINOGENS, COCAINE, "HEROIN

Ha) lucinogens

} ‘cocaine.

As of 1982, the experience of having tried one or more hal]ucinogens (such as
LSD, "PCP" or phencyclidine, and so forth) is concentrated armong young adults .
aged 18 to 25 and among the subgroup of "older adults" who ’are aged 26 to 34.
New data indicate that combining marijuana with hallucinogens is a wide-spread’
practice.

As of 1982, 21% of the 18 to 25 group and 19% of the 26 to 34 group have tried
one or more hallucinogens: In contraot, about 5% of the youth and only 2% of
persons aged 35.or older have ever tried a drug of this type. For youth and

young adults, these flgures represent a decrease in llfetlme preva]ence since

1979.

Singling out npCpn (one of the drugs included-in the hallucinogen class), “

‘declines in lifetime prevalence” are again apparent for both youth and young .

adult cohorts. ' In 1979, the "ever-use" rate, for youth (aged 12 to 17) was

" 3.9%; for their counterparts in 1982, the rate .is 2.2%. For young adults, the

orrespondlng decline in "PCP" is from 14.5% in 1979 to 10.5% 1n 1982.

Within each age group, the maJor1ty ‘of those who have ever tr1ed hal]uc1nogens,
hav? used on ten or fewer occasions. On those (perhaps sporadic) occasions

wherd hallucinogens are used, it is likely for marijuana also to.be taken. For
example, about 8% of all young adults -- more than one in three "ever-users" --
say that they used mar1Juana "nearly eyery time" that they used an

~hallucinogen. i /

Current users of halluc1nogens are a’ sma]l minority of "ever-users." For
example, 21.1% of the 18 to 25 group have tried halluc1nogens but only 1.7%
used during the month pr1or to 1nterv1ew :

Cocaine

" Nearly 7% of youth aged 12 to 17 now report having tried cocaine, but 11fet1me

experlence with this drug is concentrated in the 18 to 25 (young adult) years
and - in the 26 to 34 age cohort: 28% of 18 to 25 year olds and 22% of 26 to 34
year olds say they have’tried cocaine on at least one occasion. In contrast,
about 4% of persons aged 35 and older report having used cocaine.

Among young adults, the most recent trends (1979 to 1982) in cocaine use indi-

" cate a "1eve11ng off" of the rather dramatic increases in lifetime prevalence

reported in earlier surveys conducted during the 1970s: In the 18 to 25 age
group, the lifetime prevalence of cocaine use increased from 9.1% in 1972 to
27.5% in 1979; but between 1979 and 1982, the rate increased by only about one
percentage p01nt (to 28.3%):

- 0f all youth who have ever tried cocaine, the majgiity say they have used it

on just one or two occasions, but “for older perso experimental® use is not
the norm. Indeed, about 12% of the_entire 18 to 25 age group say they have
used cocaine on more than ten occasions. And about 10% of all young adults
say that on the occasions when they take cocaine they usually use marijuana
also. Indeed, in every age group, the majority of those who have ever used
cocaine say they have used marijuana on the -same occasion that they- took

‘.‘4‘7.
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Turning te current use, about 7% of al) young adults say that they used

- -cocaine during the month prior to interview. This represents about one-fourth

* .of the young adults who ever tried the drug, but is significantly lower than

the 1979 figure. The majority of current users in the young adult group say
their-use was limited to one or two days out of the current month. Current
cocaine use is considerably less likely angng youth (1.6%) and among older
adults (1.2%). ' ’

Focusing on the "high-risk" 18 to 25 age group, cocainé/use is more likely
among males than females, and more likely among whites than among persons of
other races. Cocaine use also appears to be concentrated among- young adults
in large metropolitan areas, in the Northeast and the West, and in
higher-education groups. ‘ :

Heroin Y !
Respondent\féﬂég:cy to deny highly stigmatized behavior suggests caution in
interpreting data based on self-reports of heroin use. However, the 1982
survey results suggest -that heroin.use is now concentrated in the 26 to 34 age
range; 3.5% of this age group say they have at least tried heroin at some
point in their lives. In contrast, 1.2% of 18 to'2% year olds report havin
used heroin, and less than one-half of one percent of youth and persons age
35 and older have ever used this drug. -
In the 1979 survey, 3.5% of the 18 to 25 age group reportedxéﬁving tried
heroin. Therefore, %t would appear that this relatively "h heroin use"
cohort has now moved into the-26 to 34 age range and that fewer .,of today's
- "young adults" have tried the dru§. )

For all Zage groups, less than one-halfiof one percent.feport current (past-
month) heroin use. R

a8

L)
A




e TABLE 29: 1982 PREVALENCE . | Y
| | A /
Recency of Hallucinogen Use: Youth, Young Adults, and 0lder Adults /
[} . : ' /
| 1 2 3 4 5
' "~ Past year, Not/
> Ever Past  not past past Never
> & . used month ‘month yedr used
Youth: age 12-17  (1sg1) 5.2% 148 2.2 1.6 948
. ‘ N ,. ‘ . / '
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) 21.1% 1.7% 5,2 14.2 ~ 78.9
| . |
Older adults: age -26+  (27860) 6.4% b S /.7 5.7 93.6
' 26-34 (1571)  19.2% * /1.6 17.1 80.8
' 35+ (1189) 2.0% *% % 1.7  98.0
L ) ’ a |

Some categories do not add to 100 because of rounding.

*Less than .5%. _ , - ‘ : “r

’

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are'to be found in
‘the “Key Definitibns" section near the back of this volume. T

Main Source: Question L-5. SuppIementaryf3nformation from
and Question F-1 (Hallucinogens). :

Question L-6

\

$. 7

. 4 9 ':v~_

ot




TABJE 30: TRENDS

Lifetime Prevalence and Past Mon h Use of Hallucipogens, 1972-1982:
Youlh, Young Adults, and Uider Mults

I/ . S
y |
'/ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
= /
G / ' Change:
e 1972 1974 1976 1977 1979 1982  '79-'8e%*
Youth: age 12-17 / (880) (952) (986) (1272) (2165) (1581)
EverPused [ ask 608 5.0% 4.6t 7.% 5. $
Use fn past month - /. lax L3 9% Ler 2.28  Lax WS
/ - -
Young adults: age'lS;ég (772) - (849) (882) (1500) (2044) (1283)
CEver used | t  16.6% 17.3% 19.8% 25.1% 21.1% S
Use in past month// +  2.5% 1.1% 2.0% 4.4% 1.7%  SSS
, -/ |
0lder adults: Zé;e 26+ (1613) (2221) (1708) (1822) (3015) (2760)
) 7 | | . ‘
Ever used t13% L6t 2.6%  4.5%  6.0% S
Use in pa§f,month o t g *% *% *% *% --
/ 'S
// ‘
-/ |

*Less/ than .5%.

tNot/ tabulated. -

S, . -
**Significance levels: SSS, .001; SS, .01; S, .05; §, .10 NS, not signifi-
cant. ‘ S : o

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions” section near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982): Question L-5. Supplementary information from'Ques-
tion L-6. . , .

oy
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TABLE 31: PATTERNS OF USE |

j L
#

—_~
Hallucinogens : Youth, Young Adults, and Older Adults )/,{3
. s . ,_4/>
’ » -
l. 2 3 .
- Youth: Young adults:  Olger Hults:
age 12-17 age 14-25 . Age 26+ .
(1581) (1283) (2760)
Lifetime Patterns . .
Lifetime frequency of 939:  > d
l or 2 times o l.2x 5.0% 1.8X
J to 10 times 2.0 7.8 2.0
11 to 99 times : .9 4.4 2.0
100 or more times N * ., 1.1 *
Not sure how many times - 1.0 2.9 *
Never used hal lucinogens - 94.8 . 78.9 .6
B | -
Marijuana use on the same
occasion: e
Nearly every time f 2.3% 7.9% 2.0%
¢ About half the time 6 2.2 .5
Occasionally/rarely * 4.6 1.8
“Nevar 1.1 3.7 1.6
Not sure if on same occasion .8 2.6 .5
Never used hallucinogens -+94.8 78.9 93.6
Current Use YA
Déys Used in Past Month:
20 or more *% *% *%
5_19 . * * . *x
3-4 * A T %
1-2 .6 . 1.2 *
. Not past month user ) 3.8 19.4 6.3
« Not sure how many days * * *
- Never used hallucinogens 94.8 78.9 93.6

Some categories do not add to 100% because of rounding.

*Less than .5%.
—_— . . | v
Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in the -
"Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume, '
e ) :

Main Source Quesrﬁbnsftlﬁ; ﬁ%&; L-7. Supplementary information from Ques-

91
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TRENDS

|
' \ TABLE {32
| /
0 Lifetime Pr¢valcnée of PCP, 1976-192: Youth, Youny Adu\t&,lhnd>0}d¢r Adults
| y
!
_ 5 Ever Used
B! 2 3 4 5
| A ‘ Change !
1976 1977 1979 1982 '79-'82+*
Youth: age 12-17 3;0% 5.8% 3.9% 2.2% S
Young adults: age 18-25 gisy  13.9%  14.5%  10.5% o $S
% L% 2% 2.4 NS

| Older adults: age 26+
J | J

**Significance levels:
cant.

Main Source (1982):

Definitions of terms and cate
“Key Definitions"” section near
§

Question L-8

k)

+

%

\

!

| B
g .

ssS, .001; %S,_ ol; S, .05; $, .10; NS, not signifi-

goriés used in this table are to be found in

!
the back of this volume.

Gul
ey,
L

N
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l \
o TABLE 330 1942 PREVALENCE
Recency of Cacaine Usg;l_!oulh, Youny Adults, and Older Adulfs
| - i —. .
| 1 23 4 5
Past yvar, Not
Ever Past  not past past Never
\ e used . . z~month moath yedr  used
Youth: age 12-17 assl) esx [ lex 2.4 2.4 935
Young adults: age 18-25/ (1283) S 28, 3% 6.8x  11.9 9.5 1.7
Older adults; age 26+ (2760)  g.5% 12X 2.6 4.7 91.5
: 26-34 - (1571) 21.7% 3.3% 7.5 10.9 18.3
ERET (1189) 4.0% 0.5% 0.9 2.6 96.0

Some categories do not add to 100X because of rounding.

Definitions of term

S and categories used in this table are
- "Key Definitions®

section near the back'gf this volume.

Main Source:  Question C-5. Supplementary information from Question C-6
\“\\ and Question F-1 (Cocaine) :

to be found in
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TABLE 34: 1982 PREVALENCE

Recency of Cacaine Use Anong Subgroups of Young Adults

LI 2 3 A
a ~ past year, Not
tver Past  not past past  Never
used month month - year used
JYoung Adults: & :
Vage 18-25 _ (1283) w3t | s 19 95 N
Aye: .
18-21  (5406) 201 S 11 B .74
22-2% (737) 3% J3 9 13 11 69
Sex: : ‘
Male  (9/74) 352 9% 16 9 6%
Female (709) 22% 5% 8 10 78
Race: |
white (1106) 30% 1% 13 10 70
Black and other races (174) R ¢, 4 3% 7 8 82
M . *
Edysation: . R
Not high school.graduate (242) 2% 4% 11 8 77
High school graduate (545) 28% 6% 11 11 12
Attended college (478) 31% 9% 13 9 69
Completed 1-3 years (327) 30% % 13 10 70
Graduate (151) 34% 13% 14 6 66
Now a full-time
college student (228) e 29% 7% 14 8 71
Region: ) ' :
Northeast (251) ' 35% 13% 12- 10 65
North Central {310) o 25% 3% 10 11 75
South (494) 21% . | 4% 8 9 .79
west (228) T 38% 9% 21 . 8 62
. ’ £ . .
Population density: K :
Large metropolitan (374) 35% 10% 14 11 65
Small metropolitan (472) 27% 6% 12 8 73
Nonmetropolitan (437) - 22% 5% 8 9 78

-

Some categories do not add to 100% because sf rounding.

.

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
"Key Definitions"” section near the back of this volume.

- J .
Main Source: Question C-5. Supplementary information from Question C-6
and Question F-1 (Cocaine). ‘

X

ERIC o 04
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- TABLE 35: TRENDS :
. Lifetimé Prevalence énd»Past.Mdnth Use of Cocaine; 1972-1982: 9butnd ‘
- Young. AduTts, and OTder Adults . » ' , , _
. Q’l . : "." ._‘,.," . .-
S Sy S IR 5 ¢ 7
Ty o Change:

1972 1974 1976 1977 1979 -iggp

. *Les§ than .5%,'-

ot tabb]ated;'_ :

cant. B

Défihitidhs of terms and CétegorieS'used‘in'this table aré;tovbe foundin
- "Key Definitions" section near the back of “this vo]ume. S
Main Source (1982): Question C-5. Supplefentary. information from Ques-
tion C-6 and Question F-1 (Cocaine). S ,

r—-‘._.'. . v

| SR '79-" 8w
Youth: age 12-17 © (880): (952) (986) (1272) (2165) (1581) - |
Ever used - CL1.5% 3.6% 3.4% 4.0% 5.4% . 6.58 - ns
S ¢ AT ' o
Use, in-past ‘month 6% 1.0%  1.0% . .8% 1.4% 1.6% NS
. ' . ( "' . .' .». . N . L . . .
~ Young adults: age 18-25 L (772) (849) (882) (1500) (2044) (1283)
- Ever used -, ’ L 9.0% 12.7% (13.8% 19-1% 27.5% 28.3% NS
Use inpast month — * - ¢ 31% 200 3.7% 9 39 6.8 s
. * V . _"'. ’ Lk - B E A
.Older adults: age 26+ (1613) (2221) (1708) (1822) (3015) (2760)
CEverused. e ey 1er 2 4 8.54  SS5
Usé ingpést month :;- .t *%\.' xg | o*g ‘ 1.9% 1.2% 'NSF
. - ; | s . .

- Significance levels: s55, .001; SS, .015 S, .05;°5, /A0 s, not signifi-
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[

TABLE ' 36:¢ PATTERNS. OF USE.

> .
Cocaine: . Youth, Young Adults, and Older Adults -

v 1 2.3

' Youth: -+  YoungYadtlts: Older adults:
' age; 12'17¢%# age 18-25 age 26+
(1581) (1283) (2760)

Lifétime-Patterns-'

"' Lifetime frequency of use:

“,

1or 2 times - T 7.4% 2.5%
" 3to 10 times . 1.8 9.2 3.3
11 to 99 times A 9 9.1 2.3
100 or more times * 2.5 5
Not sure how many times e X *
Never used cocaine ° o 93.5 71.7 91.5
Marijuana use'onvthe-same - ) -
occasion: v : L
Nearly every time: . = . 2.1% 9.6% o 2.8%
About half the time’ "9 2.7 .
Occasionally/rarely. 1.3 7.7 2.3
- ° fever Lo 2.2 8.2 2.7
» Not sure if on same occasion - * * * S
. Never used cocaine . - N 93.5 71.7 ‘91.5
" Current Use N .
vDays Used in Past Month ' .
. : n K
4 20 or more . *%, : *% o xY
..}, 5-19 5 1.3 *
’3. 5}3-4 _ -4 1-0_/ ‘ *.
f1-2 T T 4.3 8
Not past month user 4.8 . 21.5 7.3,
Not sure how many days CoLk B Pk *
~Never used cocaine = . 93.5 ° .7 "91.5

. Some Eategories'db not add to 100% because -of rounding.
. *Less than .5%. '

uy - o

pefinitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found 1in
"Key Definitions”® section near the back of this vo lume. -

- Main Source: . Questions C-4, C-6, C-7. Supplementary information from .. - .
© - Question C-5. - o L _ o L

ﬁ:fiﬂ;- tfif;':




o o s o

TABLE 37: 1982, PREVALENCE

Recency of Heroin Use: Youth, Young Adults,.and Older Adults

L]

1. 2" 3 g4 5

| Past year; Not
Ever’ Past  not past past Never -
_ used month month - year -used

fouth: age 12-17 ~  (1581) B TR B * % 99,6

Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) L2x | o« o« .8 98.8

Older adults: age 26+ (2760) 11%7 | g * 1.0 989
26-34 . (1571) 3.5% % * 3.4 965
3B+ (1189) % % * *x 99,7

Some categor1es do not add to 100% because of round1ng
*Less than .5%.

Definitions of ter@s and éétegofies used in th1s tab]e are to be found in
"Key Definitions" section near the back of this vo lume,

Main Source: ' Question H-5. Subplementary-1nformat1on from Question H-6
and Question F-1 (Heroin). _ L
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TABLE 38: TRENDS = - v

Lifetime Prevalence of Heroih;~1972-1982:.'Youth, Young Adults, and -
0lder Adults# - ‘ g ‘ -

I 2 3 4 5 6 7

. ' ST S o _ "_Change:“i

. R . lo72 1974 1976 1977 1979 1982 179-'82%*

qouth: age 12-17 (880) (952) (986) (1272) (2165) (1581) :
Ever used | : 64 1.0% 5% 1% 5% %% .-

[ ’ I
i . v
8 -

Young adults: age 18-25 +  (772) (849) (882) (1500) (2044) (1283)
oy S : T e A 2 o
Ever used - © . 4.6% 4.5% 3.9%. 3.6% ~3.5% 1.2k SS

A

© 0lder adults: age 26+ \\” - (1613) (2221) (1708) (1822) (3015) (2760) L
Ever used o Cxy 5% 5% . 8% 1.0% 1.1% | NSi

v

#From. 1972 throuéh 1982, prevalence of past month heroinruse'has been :
less than one-half of one percent in each major age group.: -

*Less:than 5%.
" tNot tabulated. - |

**Significante levels: ~SSS, .001;vSS; .01: S, .05; $, .10; NS, not signifi;
cant. . . . S

"Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

‘Main Source (1982): QUestion H-5. Supplementary {hformation from Ques- -
tion H-6 and Question F-1 (Heroin). S :

pDefinitions of terms and categorfés'USed in this tab]e’are to be found in
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NONMED I CAL USE-O? PRESCRIPTION-TYPE PSYCHOTHERAPEUTIC DRUGS:

Stimﬂ]ants,,Sedatiyes, Trang
. wA

;Lifetime Experience

Use of.prescriptidn-type~“5sychotherapéutic

uilizers, ﬁna]gesics

2

" drugs for ‘nonmedical purposes is

concentrated in the population aged 16 to 34: 19% of 16 to 17 year olds, 28%

of 18 to 25 year olds, 25% of 26 to 29 year

olds, and 18% of persons aged

30 to 34 say they have used one or more psychotherapeutic drugs fon,neasons

such as getting high, enjoying the feeling,
effect. Among younger teens as among perso
percentages report nonmedical use.

Most demographic differences iggnonmediéél
the youth as well as the young “adult popula
others to engage in the nonmedical use of t

Nonmedical use of stimulants and sedatives

medica¥ use of tranquilizers. and -analgesics
groups (youth and young adults). For examp
18.7% report having used stimulants and sed

or curiosity about the pill's
ns aged 35 or older, much smaller

7

use are not striking. However, in

tions, whites are more likely than
hese prescriptidn-type drugs. ‘

55

appears to be more likely than non-

» at least in the "high risk" age
le, among young adults 18.0% and -
atives, respectively; the corre-

~'sponding figures for tranquilizers. and analgesics are 15.1% and 12.1%. This
"-is-in direct contrast to the pattern observed for medical (pqescription) use,

described in a latgr chapter.

Current Use

- Nonmedical use during the month prior to in
16 to 25 age range: 7% of all 16 to 17 yea
olds report current nonmedical use of one o
Smaller percentages of youth age 12 to 15 (
or 5%) say they used any of these nonmedica

terview is concentrated in the

r olds and 7% of all 18 to 25 year
r more psych therapeutic drugs.
2%) and of 2& to 34 year olds (4%
1y during the month prior to

interview. In the 35 and older category,=1esg.than oneihalf‘of»one percent

report current nonmedical use.

99
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TABLE 39: 1982 PREVALENCE
NONMEDICAL USE

Recency gf Nonmedical Use of Any Psychotherapeutic Drug | -‘ ,//’ i
Among Subgroups of Youth- , 1 . ;
1 2 34 5
. Past year, Not
. Ever Past - not past past Never -
\ - o - used-| month -month year used
Youth: age 12-17 (1581) 0.3% | 3.8 45 1.9 897
a2 W ' : - .
Age: v SR ,
12-13 (515) : . \ 4% 2% - 1 1. - 96
14:15 (511) _ 7% 2% 4 . 1 . 93
16-17 (555),’ ] _ ' 19% % 8 3’ 81
Sex: . _ ' : o '
_Male  (830) . 9% | - e 4 - 1 9l
Female (751) : 11% 4% 5 3 89
-j/ﬁace: , ' | , )
White o - (1314) ' 11% 4% 5 2 89
Black and other races (_262) 5% 1% 4 1 9%
Region: - = L . - ’
Northeast - (337) ‘ o 13% 4% 6 3 87
North Central (442) L 10% 5% .4 1 90
South -~ (571) 9% 3% 4 19l
West - -v(231)' - . 10% 3% 4 . 3 90
'Population density: = - N o o ~
‘Large metropolitan (463) ' 11% 5% 5 1 89
~ Small metropolitan (502) -~ T - 10% 2% 6 2 90
Nonmetropbli;qn,;‘ (616) ©10% 4% 3 3 90

Some categoriés;do_ndt'add to_IOO%,becéuée of rounding.

Dgfinitibns'pf:terms and,bategories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions“,section near the back of this volume. '

Main Source: Questions S-5, T-5, ST-5, AN-5. Supplementary information from
Questions S-6, T-6, ST-6, AN-6 and Question F-1 (Pills Nonmedical Use).

S 1
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TABLE 40: 1982 PREVALENCE - |
NONMEDICAL USE

Recency of Nonmedica) Use of Any Psychotherapeutic Drug Among Subgroups
~of Young Adults " _

- 2 3 . 4

Past year, Not'
Ever Past - not past  past Never
7 used month month year used
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) 28.4% | 7.04 9.1 12.3 71.6
- Age: ¢ ' ' ) ‘ '
18-21 (546) _ 27% | 8% 9 1 73
122-25 (737) : 29% 7% 9 3 n
Sex: o l | - : |
Male (574) ' A - 33% 8% 11 4 67
Female (709) o _ c24% | 6% 8 11 76
Race: ¢/ o i o ’
White L (1106) -31% 8 10 13 69
Black and other races ( 174) : 14% - 4% 4 6 86
Education: - - : k\ |
Not high school graduate (242) 28% .. 8% 11 9 72
High school graduate = (545) 27% - 7% 9 12 73
Attended college - (478) : 29% 7% 8 14 71
Completed 1-3 years (327) 29% 8% 9 s 12
Graduate : (151) _ . 30% 5% 6 ™ 18
Now a full-time o ‘ '
college student ‘(228) o 26% 6% 9 11
* Region: - ' | | | -

. Northeast (251) .~ R 28% 4% 8 15 72
Narth Central (310) . - 30% - 11% 9 10 70-
South’ (494) o - . . 28% - 7% 9 - 12 72
West (228) SR 28% 5% 9 14 72

Population density: . 'e .
Large metropolitan (374) ' 32% 6% - 10 16 68
Small metropolitan (472) , . . 26% 6% 9 10 74
Nonmetropol ttan (4323 o 28% - 10% 8 11 72
) ) —; | : R w o . . o
. . o . » g
Some categori@s do not add to 100% because of rounding.
T R o §
®. Definitions of terms-.and categories. used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume. -
Main Source:: Questions S-57 T-5, ST-5,. AN-5. Sapplementary information from
Ques®ions S-6, T-6,:ST-6, AN-6 and Question R1 (Pills NowgedjcalgUse)%%
.f'ﬁ? . - =0 C . N ) ‘
' T - L - ‘ , ~
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TABLE 41: 1982 PREVALENCE
\\ | ' NONMEDICAL USE"
. iy

Recency of Nonmedical Use of Any Psychotherapeutic Drug Among Subgroups of
0lder Adults. ‘

1 2 3 4 5

' , Past year, Not
- Ever Past not past past Never
- used month month year used

Older adults:  age 26+ (2760) ‘ 8.8% 1.2% 1.8 5,7 91.2

Age: -

26-29 (693) 25% 5% 5 14 75

3034 (878) 1 18% 4%. 5 10 82

35-49 (505) 11% *% 2 9 89

50+ (684) 1% *% * 1 99
. Sex: . _

Male (1233) - 12% | 2% 3 8 88

Female (1527) - 6% 1% 1. 4 94

Race: - ' »
white (2395) - 9% 1% 2 6 9l
Black and other races ( 362). 8% 1% 3 4 92

Educafion: ,

Not high_ school graduate ( 650) 3% *%

High school graduate (1011) 7% 2%

Attended college (1077) 15% - 2%

- Completed 1-3 years (484) .- S 11% 1%
Graduate . (593) - 19% 2%

Region: -
Northeast (628) 9% 1% 1 "6 91
North Central (748) - T 8% 2% 2 4 92
South - (946) 6% 1% 1 4 - 94
West (438) 14% 1% 3 9 86

Pobdlationvdensityﬁ |
Large metropolitan (840) : 10% 1% 2 7 90
Small metropolitan (952) L 9% - 2% L2 5 91
Nonmetropolitan  (968) . 6% 1% 1 4 94

Some categories do not add to 100% because of rounding. _ .

*xless than .5%.

 Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source: Questions S-S,'TQS, ST-5, AN-5. Supplementary information from
Questions 5-6, T-6, ST-6, AN-6 and Question F-1 (Pills Nonmedical Use).

*»
-




TABLE 42: 1982 PREVALENCE
. { '
NONMEDICAL USE/

/
/

/
Nonmedigal Experience with Types of Psychotherapeutic quﬁs
Among Subgroups of Youth - 7 /

// .

. ) |
. ' . C:\;/ ____Ever Used _
1 b2 3 4 5
Stimu- Seda- Tranquil- Anal- Any Psycho-
lants  tives izers gesics therapeutic
Youth: age 12-17 (1581)" fC%.7% 5.8% 4.9¢  4.2%  10.3%
- //‘ ) s : .
Age:’ o / ' )
12-13 (515) /- 2% 3% 1% 2% 4%
14-15 (511) /” , 4z - 4% 3% - 2% 7%
16-17 (555) 13% 102 10% 8% - 19%
Sex: v , _ :
~Male  (830) ' . 6% 6% 6% 5% 9%
Female (751) 7% 6% 4% - 4% 11%
. . : , 3 (
Race: ’ o
White : (1314) 7% 7% 5% 5% 11%
Black and, other races ( 262) 3% 1% 2% 2% 5%
Region: . o - ‘
Northeast - - (337) 8% 7%:> 4% 3% 13%
North Central (442) 7% 5% 7% % - 10%
“South (571) 7% 6% 6% 5% 9%
~ West . - (231) : v 5% 5% . 2% 4% 10%
: s
Populatlon densityf - ) v
Large metropolitan (463) - 7% 7% 6% - 5% 11%
Small metropolitan (502) % . 5%. - 5% 5% - 10%

Nonmetropol1tan (616) ' 5% . 6% . 4% 3% . 10%

Definitions of terms and categorles used in this table are to be-found lé
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source: Questions S-1, T-1, ST-1, AN-1.
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' TABLE 43:
NONMED ICAL USE

1982 PREVALENCE

Nonmed ica) Experience with Types of Psychotherapeuiic Orugs Among Subgroups

of Young Adults

Ever Uscd
. 12 3 a_ 5
Stimu- Seda- Tranquil- Anal- 7 Any Psycho-
lants  tives izers gesics/ therapeutic
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) 18.9} 18.7% 15.1% 12.1 28.4%
Age: : f
18-21 (546) 6% . 17% 15% 12% 27%
22-25 izgz),,/” 20% 21% 15% 13% 29%
Sex: T v //\'
Male (574) szxz 23% 17% 15% 33%
Female (709) 14% 14% ) fy() 24%
».Race: |
white (1106) 20% 21% 13% \31%
Black and other races ( 174) 8% 8% - 8% 14%
Education: ' " _ :
Not high school graduate (242) 16% . 18% 13% 28%
. High schogl graduate (545) .18% 18% 12% 27%
Attended college (478) . 19% 20% 12% 29%
Completed 1-3 years (327) ‘ 19% 13% 29%
Graduate,, (151) 17% 8% - -30%
' Now a'full-timg
, college student (228) 16% - 10% 26%
« Region: | ' )
Northeast (251) 17% 16% 12% -, 28%
' North Central (310) 21% 21% 12% 30%
South (494) - 18% . 20% 12% 28%
West (228) 16% 18% . 13% 28%
Population density: | : l '
Large metropolitan (374) 19% 23% 13%,. 32%
Small metropolitan (472) 16% 16% 11% 26%
(437) 19% 17% 14% 28%

Nonmetropolitan .

Definitions of terms and categories used in

.the "Key Definitions" section near the back/of this volume.

Main Source: Questions S-1, T-1, ST-1, AN/1.

64

his table are to be found in
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- f TABLE 44: 1982 PREVALENCE

NonLedical Experience with Types of Psychotherapeutic Drugs Among Subgroups
+  of Older AduTts

|
|
} v
| : Ever Used
i 1 2 : 3 4 5
i _ Stimu- Seda- Tranquil- Anal-  Any Psycho-
o lants*  tives {zers gesics therapeutic
Older adults: age 26+ (2760)  6.2% 4,8% 3.6% 3.26 . 8.8%
fge: | -
26-29 (693) 17% 16% 11x 9% 25%
30-34 (878) 14% 11% 9% 8% 18%
35-49 (5Q5) : 8% 5% 3% 3% 11%
50+, (684) ' ' *% *% *% *% - 1%
. /
Sex:/ . :
Male  (1233) 9% . 7% 5% 5% 12%
Female (1527) S 3w . 2% 2% . 6%
Race o ) ‘ . - :
White (2395) 6% 5% 3% 3% 9%
* Blapck and other races ( 362) 5% 6% 4z 3% 8%
Educat ion: " ,
Ngt high school graduate ( 650) 1% 2% 1% 1% 3%
High school graduate (1011) 5% 4% 3% 3% 7%
Attended college - (1077)  11% 8% 6% 6% 15%
Completed 1-3 years (484) 9% 8% 6% 6% 11%
Graduate | (593) 13% 9% 7% 5% - 19%
Region: . : . . ¢
ortheast (628) 4% 5% 4% % w %
North Central (748) 6% 5% 3% 2% 8%
South (946) 5% 3% 3% - 3% 6%
West (438) 12% 7% . 6% 4% 14%

Population density:

‘Large metropolitan (840) % 6% 4% 3% 10%
Small metropolitan (952) 6% 5% 3% 4% 9%

Nonmetropolitan (968) " 4% 3% 2% 2% 6%

*Less than ..5%. \
Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source: Questions S-1, T-1, ST-1, AN-1.
| o 6
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' P TABLE 4%: TRENDS#»

1972-1982:  Nonmedical Experience with Types of Psychotherapeutic Drugs Anong -
Youth, Younq Adults, and Older Adults , '

v Ever Used
1 2 .3 4 5 6
¥ | .
1972 - 1974 1976 1977 1979 1982
Stimulants '
Youth: T 4% 5% 4.4  5.2%  3.4%  6.7%
Young adults: 12% 17 16.6% 21.2% 18.2% 18.0%
. Older adults: 3% Rp 4 5.6% 4.7% 5.8% 6.2%
Sedatives
Youth: ¢ 5% 2.8%  3.1%  3.2%  5.8%
Young adults: 15 '11.9% 18.4% 17.0% 18.7%
“0lder adults: 2% 2.4%  2:8%  3.5%  4.8%
[
Tranquilizers . _ ’
“Youth: . 3% 3% 3.3% 3.8y 4% 4.9% -
Young adults: 7% 10% 9.1%  13.4% 15.8% 15.1%
Older adults: ‘ 5% 2% 2.7% 2.6% 3.1% 3.6%
_ . y
Analgesics _ : ¢
Youth: . ) X X X X 3.2% 4.2%
Young adults: . X X X X 11.8% 12.1%
Older adults: ‘ X X X X 2.7% 3.2%
XNot asked _ '
**Significance tests were not performed on these substances because dif-
ferent procedures were used in 1979 and 1982.
Definitions of terms and catego}ies used in this table are to be found in
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.
Main Source (1982): Questions S-1, T-1, ST-1, AN-l.
Q - _ _ 66
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FIRST USE

Beginning drug use is a strongly age-graded experience, Cach drug or drug-
type, ‘however, shows a somewhat different age distribution,

Marijuana

Between the 1979 and 1987 surveys, there was a gignificant decrease in the
number of -young adults who reported that they tried mart juana for the first
time during the year prior to interview, ) -

New marijudna use is now concentrated in the teen years. Today, six percent
of all youth (3% of 12 and 13 year olds, /X of 14 and 1% year olds, and RY of
16 and 17 year olds) say that they first tried marijuana during the year prior
to the 1982 survey interview, In contrast, 2% of 18 to 21 year olds bega
marijuana use during the past year, and after age 21 new use of warijuana s g
rarity. '

Hallucinogens and Cocaine

New users of'hallucinogens and cocaine tend to be somewhat older than parsons
trying marijuana for the first time. - '

First use of hallucinogens typically begins between age 14 and 25, with the
peak "high-risk" years probably being 16 to 17. Between the 1979 and 1982
surveys there has been a significant decline in the percentages of youth and
young adults who report new use of drugs in this class.

New users of cocaine are most prevalent among persons in their late teens or
early twenties: 4% of all 16 to 17 year olds ‘and 5% of all 18 to 21 year olds
say they first used cocaine during the past year. New use of cocaine also
occurs, however, among 12 to 15 year olds (1%) as well as in the 22 to. 25 age
group (2X) and even among 26 to 34 year olds (1%).

Psychotherapeutics (Nonmedicai Use)

New use of a psychotherapeutic drug for nonmedical purposes is about equally
likely for 12 to 13 .year olds, 14 to 15 year olds, 16 to 17 year olds, and.

18 to 21 year olds, with 2% or 3% of each of these age groups saying that at
some point during the past year they first used a psychotherapeutic drug for
nonnedical purposes. ) : o :
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TABLE 46 FIRST USE, 1982 SURVEY

Hew Userss  Youth, Youny Adults, and Ulder Adulls

First Use tn Year Prior to Interview
SEELALAALS S SELILALLL AL

! 2 S
Youth: Young adults:  Older ndu!ti?
age 12-17 age 18-25 age 26+
' ) (1581) (1283) (2760)

Marijuana 5.9% 1.0% x
Cocaine SR 0¥ 3 3.6% %
Halluc inogens , 1.3% 9% | X ’
Heroin . T B
Nonmedical, Use of
Psychotherapeutics ' 3.0% [.5% 4

+{ o055 than .5%.

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in the
"Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

Main Source .(1982): Question F1 (Marijuana, Pills Nonmedical Use, Cocaine,
Hallucinogens, Heroin). Supplementary information from Question 50 and
Questions M-3, S-3, T-3, ST-37 AN:3, C-3, L-3, H-3. . '

~

65




T yoou , : , I."v-:'Z . . ’ 65
LU oo : . . (R P

}V’ .. TABLE 47: FIRST USE, 1982 SURVEY, °

New.Users, By Age | .
. . o f'vv"v', - A 1'~
__First Use in Year Prior to Interview
1 2 3 & 5 6. 7.
L . l2-13 14-15 16-17 18-21 22-25 26- 34 35+ |
« .. 7 (s15) (511) (555) (546)  (737) (1571) (1189) ‘
- Marijuana % Ty s 2% u*%, Coxg o ay
. -\. . ) '.% T v‘\‘ ;o . - . T ’ N o I,
Cocaine” . .- % 1k 4 5% - 2%r 1% - g |
??HéllucindgénS'“f”-"kq*%“;,fll% RN A U TSR SR S
I~Nonmed1ca1 Use -of ' Co ) | &,v' - :h'ﬁ' o )
PSthotherapeut1cs % 3% %2 1% % xg
. gig.i\ | .
f*Les$ than' 5%, o

'.Def1n1t1ons of terms and categorles USed in thlS table are to be- foun"jn the

"Key Def1n1t1ons" section ‘near the back of “this’ volume. , N
- Main Source (1982): Question: F- 1 (Marijuana, Pills Nonmedical Use; Coca1ne,;

Hallucinogens). Supplementary ‘information’ from Question 50 and Lt e
Quest1ons M-3, S-3, T-3, ST 3, AN 3 C 3, L-3. . o ¢
.-
KB
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S+ TABLE 48: TRENDS

¢
] : "I.L

i New Users, 1974-1982: ,Xduth : ‘ ' ,  ST

4

©. . First Use in Year Prior to Interview
1 - 2 3 4 5 6

| PR N S ! S ‘)Change:
. 1974 - - 1976 1977~ 1979 1982 - '79-'82**

i

Youth: ‘age 12-17 (952)  (986)-  (l272) ~(2165)  (1581)

[

' Marijuama 9% 8.2% 7.0 7.3%  5.9% NS
 Cocaine S Lsg 2.0% 2% - 2.3% . 2.2% NS
hallucinogéns -~ 2.4%  1.8% | Iib% . 3.0% 4 13% 0 - oSS

{

. | . | “i. HerOiln . : ." . . . . *% | *% - >~’; .7% o ‘ o *%A | . . *% . . I
.’ . /‘/// . ) .
© #less than .5%. .o R |
**Significance levels: " §5S, .001; SS, .01; S,:.05; $, .10; NS, not.signifi-
Cant} o = . K ] E ; . . o v L . B . -
: ‘Definitibns_ofgtefmsfandfcategoﬁies_used\in tﬁis-table are to be found in
- the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this-volume.
7' Main Source (1982): .Question F-1 (Marijuana, Pills Nonmedical Use, Co-
" .. caine, Hallucinogens, Heroin). Supplementary information :from Question:50
-, and Questions M-3, S-3, T-3, ST-3, AN-3,.G-3,: L-3, H-3. )
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JABLE 49: TRENDS

New Users, 1974-1982: _Youhg Adults . -

i

First Use in Year Prior to Interview ¢

1 -~ 2 " 3 4 5 ._ 6
o S * (‘Change:
- , 1974 1976 1977 1979 - 1982 ' '79-'ga
Young Adults? ' S N i
age 18-25 - (849) = "(882)  (1500) ' (2044)  (1283) .
_ Marijuana 4.5%  8.6%  2.6%  2.9% - 1.0% - . SS
Cocaine C3.3% 0 4.0%- 3.2% 445 3.6%. NS
Hallucinogens  ~ l.6%  2.9%  1.1% 2.1 9% . s

Heroin . .8% o« w R

LY

“*Less than .5%.

**Significance levels: SSS, .001; S5, 013 S, .05 8, ,10;*Ns; not, signifi-
cant _ ' ' ‘ .

Definitions of terms and categor1es used in this table are to be fJund in
‘the "Key Definitions" - sect1on near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982) Quest1on F-1 (Marijuana, Pills Nonmedical Use, Co- "’
caine, Hallucinogens, Heroin). Supplementary information from Quest1on 50
and Quest1ons M-3, S- 3 T-3, ST-3, AN- 3, C-3, L 3, H-3. _

v
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o g’jf. ) | |
T, e .o TABLE 50:  TRENDS .
. ‘ ] = - -

New Users, 1974-1982: Older Adults,

= L S
- First Use in Year Prior tp IntBrview w e,
1 2 3 4% -~ 5 .. __ 6
S . a ‘ (% wove,, . Change:
T 1974 1976 1977‘ 1979 = --1982 '79~'82*
Older Adults: . = . - 3 .
age 26+ (2221) (1708) K (1822) (3615) ~(2760) -
Marijuana - e @, 1% . .8%“ “‘\‘WS%_ - %g% .
) | ) ‘ N ». ) " b - : ‘ .
Cocaine A A owp Y e
, C T gy T IR :
Hallucinogens *% ‘*%‘ : *% o %% L -
Heroin » *% » *%.,wj“ﬁ -*%We '.fi;%x‘.i ‘ *%‘V .- -
. : . _ ’ Q . )
o 2.
*Less than .5%.. 5o ' K o .
**S1gn1f1cance levels{\/SSS .001; SS, .01; S, QQQ;‘$;‘;10; NS, not signifi-
cant. x e ' ' ' S

'Def1n1t1ons of- terms and categor1es used n th1s “table are to be found in
* the "Key Définitions™ section near the back of “this vo lume. ‘ -

Main Source (1982): Question F-1 (MarTJuana, P1115'Nonmed1ca1 Use, Co- =
.. caine, Hallucinogens, Hero%in). Supplementary 1nformat1on fmom Qmest1on SOT
. and Questioné M-3, 5-3, T- 3,,ST 3, AN-3, C-3, L-3, H-3. %

ef-?‘
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g 3 o  TABLE 51:  TRENDS

Mar'i juana Experidnce byAge: New Users, 1974-1982 "

? o
N ) o First Use in Year Prior to Interview
¢ o . ! 2 3 4 3 6
' L ) ' . - Change:
| . ] 1974 1976 1977 1979 = 1982 '79- 7 gowx
& ' ‘ . ) o
Youth: ®age 12-17 . 9% 8.2% Z:O% 7.3%  5.9% NS
o hge: | | . o | o
v Y T12-13 3% 3% 4% 4% 3 NS
VA 0% 9% 9% 8% 7% NS
- 16- 17 S+ lzw 13% 8% 10% 8% NS
N B o - S - o | v |
) Younggadu]ts age 18-25. 4.5% 8.6% _2.6% 2.9% 1.0% $S -
Age L : _ ' ) g% - o '
182 - ' 7% 1% 3 a4y 2 $
1 22-25 - 2% 6% . 2 2 -
. Older adults: “age 26+. 7% 1.1% .88 5% 4 -
R Age: . o '7. ' . _ .
. 26-34 1% 1% 1% % -
vy 35+ A ) *% 1% . % Ay .
: 3 )

*Less thén .5%.

"**S{gnificance‘levels: $Ss, .001; SS, .01; S, .05; - $, .IO;LNS;iﬁot signifi-
Cant . ’ L :

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table” are to be found in
.the "Key Def1n1t1ons“ section near the back of this volume.

Main Source (1982):  Question f-1 (Marlguana). Supplementary 1nformat1on *‘v
from Question 50 and Question M-3. )
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T 71':' o 'ALCOHOL AND CIGARETTES

The majority of adults'report experience with alcohol and cigarettes, and the
use of these legal drugs is related.to the use of the illicit drugs discussed
in earlier chapters. -

R T
Alcohol .
As in previous years, the large majority of Americans report experience with

, .alcohol. For all age groups, the figures on current alcohol use are.
* significantly lower than was the case in 1979. - :

As' of 1982, 65% of all 12 to 17 year olds, 95% of the young.adult-respondents;,

1

~and-88%:0f persons aged 26 and older report .that they have had beer, wine, or

~liguor.at some paint during their lives.

- Current alcohol “use is' also widespread, with a substantial number of youth:

'(27%) and a majority of both’young adults: (68%) and older adults (57%) re-
porting use during the month prior to the 1982 survey interview. At present,
"daily" use’ of alcohol is most widespread in the 26 and older age group;
about 11% of these older adults say they drank on 20 or more days out of the
current month. T ‘ _ ' - : R

In examining -alcohol trends for earlier years, the reader should note that,

from 1974 through 1977, questions.about alcohol use were answered aloud in the

"open interview;" whereas in the improved version used in the 1979 and 1982
surveys respondents checked off their answers to the alcohol questions on
answer sheets comparable to those routinely used for other.drugs.

- Current alcohol use is yelated to the use of 'various other drugs. Among

- youth and older adults, the apparent relationship may, to some extent, reflect
similarities. in the age distributions of current users across various drug
classes.  However, this factor should not affect the relatively homogeneous
young adult age group (18 to 25 years). Among young edults, more than one-

third of ‘current drinkers report.current marjjuana use;\in contrast, for young.

adults who are not current’ drinkers, the cunrent use rate for marijuana is =
,on1y¢8%. A similar patfern obtains f&r current drinking and use of "stronger"
illicit drugs. . -~ . - - T o /

. . ) B : ~ . ”

"
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Cigarettes - . ) .

About, half of all youth and more than three-fourths of all adults have at ¢
least™tried a cigirette at some point during their lives. However, as of
1982, current “¢igarette use is not the norm: “about 15% of all youth, 40% of
all young ddults, and 35% of older adults now report that they have smoked
cigarettes during the month prior to the 1982 interview.' Among today's
younger teens, current use is now relatively rare: only 3% of 12 to 13 year
olds and 10% of 14 to 15 year olds say they smoked one or more cigarettes

~during the past month, These figures represent' a rather dramdtic decline

sifice 1977 -- the most recent survey year in which. comparable questions on

ﬁ' recency of use were asked.* For example, among.12'pb 13 year olds, the drop:
. was: from 10% in 1977 to 3% in 1982. For older teens aged 16 to.l7 years, the

€

2

*a,

A
e

prebalence of current smoking declined slightly (from 35% to 30%). For young

- adults, the drop .in current cigarette prevalence was from 47% in 1977 to about

40% in"1982; for older adults, from 39%.to 35%.°
(] K] ! ) !

Current smoking. is related to thefuse'bf-alépho],'marijuéﬁa;‘and_various
other -drugs. For exanple, among older adults, 71% of current smokers report

. currenty alcohol use, in comparison to 49% of non-smokers. Among young adults
" 43% of current smokers report -current marijuana use, in comparison to 18% of

non-smokers. Similar patterns hold for various "stronger" drugs used
illicitly. ' = ‘

il

»

N¢*ger comparable data on 1979 to 1982 trends (based on an. alternate definition

of current and past-year prevalence of cigarette use), see the "alternate
- definition" of cigarette use presented in the Summary of Findings chapter.

z .‘ - - \Q
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TABLE 52: 1982 PREVALENCE _ . |

Recency of Alcohol Use: Youth, Younq Adults, and Older Adults

o 1 2! 3 4 5
o | ’ Pastgar, Not .
b ‘ | Ever .| Past not Wast past Never
. B _ ~ used month month year used:
Youth: age 12-17 . (1581)  65.2% | 26.9%  20.4  17.9 34.g
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283)  94.6% | 67.9%  15.5 11.2 5.4
Older adults: age 26+. (2760) 88.2% 56.7% 11.7 19.9 11.8
| o 26-34 .~ (1571) -~ 95.8% 70.6% 12.7 12.5 4.2
35+ (1189) 85.6% |  51.8% 11.3 22.4 14.4

.

L]

Some categories Mo not add to 100% because of rounding.

Definitions of terms and categories used in thisvtable are to be found in
the "Key:Definitions“ séction near the back of this volume. .

Main Source: Question A-2. Supplementary - information from Questions A-1,
and A-3 and Question 50, ‘ o -

A
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" TABLE 53: TRENDS

Lifetime Prevalence and Past Month Use of Alcohol, 1974-1982:. . .
Youth, Young Adults, .and OVder Adults S

L N 1

12 3 a5 6

: Change: [
: 1974 1976 1977 1979% 1982f  '79-'ga+
Youth:} age 12-17 (952) ( 86) (iaZg) (2165) (1581) '
: . i
“Ever used 544 53.6% 52.6% 70.3% 65.2% . SS
Use in past month 34% 32.4% 31.2% 37.2% 26.9% . SSS
Young adults: age 18-25 (849) (882) (1500) (2044) (1283)
Ever used -  gl.6% 83.6% 84.2% 95.3% 94.6% NS
. Use in pagt month 69.3% 69.0% 70.0% 75,9% 67.9%  SSS
. 01der‘adu1£§£ age 26+ (2221) (1708) (1822) (3015) (2760)
s . . \_., ..r'" . . ‘ .
Ever used . . 73.2% 74.7% 77.9% 91.5% 88.2% - 8ss
“Use in"past month . 54.5% 56.0% 54.9% 61.3% 56.7% SS
- o ’ o
#1n the 1979 and 1982 surveys, private answer sheets were used for alcohol

questions; in earlier years respondents answered these questions aloud.

- **Significance levels: SSS, .001; SS, .Ol; S, .05; §, .10; NS, not signifi-,
~ cant. e ' ' , o

" Definitions of terms: and categories used in this table are to be found in
tHe,"Kéy pefinitions” section near the back of -this volume. '
Qain Source (1982): Question A-2.

7




TABLE 54:  TRENDS

*f“*+CGFFEht‘DFWBET@&”Eij§Z{”“1974?1Q§2'“" o
Use in Past Month /
/
1 2 3 4 5 6. /
o j ’ Changé:
) 1974 1976 1977 1979%  19ga#  179_7goww
-.“4_ i ) ,/
i, . /
Youthg age 12-17 = 34% 32,621 31.2%  37.2%  26.9% /5SS
, /
Age: /
12-13 , 19% 19% 13% 20% 105 /  SSS
14-15 ~ - 32% 31% 28% 36% 23% / SSS
16-17 ' 51% a7% 5% 55% 45% §S
Young adults: age 18-25 69'3§; 69.0% 70.0%  75.9%  67.9% $SS
Ade: . . -
18-21 ) 70% 66% % 75%  67% $S
22-25 ' , | 68% 2% 70% 78% 69% §5S
Older adults: age 26+ 54.5% 56.0% 54.9% 61.3% 56.7% §S
Age: ' o ,
26-34 - | 68% 68% 70% 70% 71% NS, -

35+ : 49% 52% 50% 58% . 52% SS

-

#In the 1979 and 1982 surveys, private answer sheets were used for alcohol
questions; in earlier years respondents answered these questions aloud.
**Significance levels: S$SS, .001; SS, .01; S, :05; $, .10; NS, not signifi-

- cant, - v ‘ .

Definitidns of terms and categories used“in this table are to be found in’
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

~ Main Source (1982): Question’A-2, Supplementary information from Ques- -
~tion A-3. ' ' '

1
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| TABLE §5: PATTERNS OF ALCOHOL USE

Alcohol: Youth, Younq Adults, and Older Adults

1 2 N3
Youth: Young adults: Older adults:
age 12-17 age 18-25 age 26+
. ‘ (1581) (1283) (2760)
Days Used in Past Month _
20 or more : *% 6.5% 11.4%
5-19 . 5.9 28.2 18.2 y
34 : . 6.7 ‘ 11.4 9.7
1-2 . 13.8 21.8 17.1
~ Not past month user : 38.3 26.7 31.5
Not sure ) _ * * o
Never used . 34.8 5.4 11.8

“ Some categories do not add to 100% because of rounding.
*Less than .5%. '

Defin1t1ons of term$ and categories used in this table are to be found in the
"Key Defiinitions" section near the back of this volume.

~ Main Source: Question A-3. Supp1ementary information from Question. n-2.



TABLE 46

Use of Other Substances A

Drinkers:

Youth. Yo

nong Current u:lnLc:>
_Younq Ady lgs. dnd“01dbv AduTty

PATTERNS OF

USE

17

.md“ [huw Who Are N()t Current

Youth: Yhuny adults: Older adults:
__age 12-17 dge 18-24% age 206+
- 2 2 1 2
' Not Not Not
Current  current | Current current | Current  current
drinkers drinkers| dvinkers drinkers | drinkers drinkers
4 ) ) : 64 y
(4lo) _ (1171) (85 ) (426) | (1648)  (1112)
Marijuana
Ever used 60% 15% | 76% 39% 35% T
Use  in past
month 344 3% 36% 8% 11% 1%
Nonmedical Use of
Sychotherapeutics
Ever used 5% 5% 3% 10% |, 13% 3%
Use in past : S ; i S
month 12% % | 10% 1% 2% *%
Cocaine, hallu-
“Cinogens, or - o
heroin N\
Ever used 22% | e 11% 16% 2%
“Use in past R - d
month. 7% 1% | 12% 1% QQF 2% *%
*Less than .5%.

———e————

Definitions of“terms and categorles used in this table are to be found 1n'

the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume.
Main Source: Questions A-2  M-5,

S 5, T- 5, ST-5, AN~ 5 C-5,70-5, and H- 5

§0
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TABLE §7: 1982 PREVALENCE

Recency of Cigpreite Use: Youth, Youny Adults, and Older Adults

] 2 3 4 5
Past year, Not
Ever Past past past Never
¢ used month month . year used
Youth: age 12-17 (1581) 49.5% 14.7% 10.2 24.6  50.5
Young adults: age 18-25 (1283) 76 . 9% 39.5% 1.8 29,7 23.1
Older adults:. age 26+  (2760) 78.7% 34, 6% 3.6  40.4  21.3
26-34 (1571) 85.4% 43,9% 5.6 35.9  14.6
35+ (1189) 76.3% 31.4% 2.9 42.0 23.7

Some categories do not add to 100% because of rounding,

Definitions of terms and categories used in this table are to be found in.
the "Key Definitions" section near the back of this volume

e . , [y

Main Source: Question 4, & ] L

Y
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TABLE 58 PAJIERNS OF CIGARETTE USE

Cigarette Use, 1071-1942;  Youth, Young Adults, and Qlder Aguits

» ;-
WU . N N N
‘ - 971 l,?l..{ 1979 1976 1977 (1979°) 1962
Youth: aqe 12-17, |
Half pack or less 4 day 10% 12¢ Y i1 8.8, 18.7% (6.8) 10.8%
About a pack a day 3 5 4 - 3.6 3.0 (2.5) 2.8
More than a pack a day 2 ' i .6 " ( .7) .8
Do not smoke now - - 80 © B2 14 N 7.6 (8) 8) 85,3
NO answer ' ’ 5 1 . N PR . *
*Young Adults: ‘~dQP 18-29
Current smokers 11;25 ﬂﬁ;éﬁ 'iq”qg 49.4% 47.3%  (42.6%)  19.5%
Half pack or less a day 24.5% 20.6% 27.7% 25.1% 23.2%  (21.1) 20.4%
About a pack a day - 13.9 15.3 13.8 17.1 17.4 (14.7) 13.8
More than a pack a day 5.1 8.7 7.2 6.9 © 6.0 ( 6.7) 4.8
Do not smoke now e 52 .8 54.9 50.1 50.6 52.7 (57.3) 60.5
No answer S 3.5 . .8 1.1 * . o .
_ ' a - , .
,0lder Adults: age 26+ | | )

Current smokers 38.7%  36.1%  39.1x 38.4%  3B.7%  (36.9%)  34.6%
“Half pack or less a day - C11:3% 0 1l.9%-  13.8% 12.8% 12.6% -(14.0)  12.3%
About a pack a day 17.3 . 15.4 14.8 14.3 15.5 (12.5) 1.2
More than a pack a day * 6.6 9.7: 10.3 10,7 10.5 (10.3) . 10. 3
Do not smoke now 56.0° [ 60.4° - 60.1 6.6+ 61.3  (63.0) 65.4
No answer - 5.7 3.5 B PP R (*) . *.

‘ o ‘ E L . =

. Some categorles do not add to 100% because of r0undxng
"Not. Sure" ¢ categories and percentages not showns
*Less than .5%.

“In 1982, 1977, 1976, and 1974, current smoker was deflned as "smokKed within

-past month." In 1979, current smoker was defined as "smoked within past
thirty days"; this was asked only of those who had smoked at least five packs
ever. For 1982 figures comparable to the 1979 definition, see trend tables
Tn the Sunndry of Findings chapter.. In’ 1972 and 1971 Current smoker was
defuned as smoke at the present time." T )

ot
Definitions of terms and ;categories used in thus table are to be f0und in.the
"vKey Definitions" section near the back of this volume.

‘Main Source (1982): Questions 4 .and 5.

Q _ - o - -. .8
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i 1971 1982
¢ . ' : E r\

P
LA

goat8

" Gure

.‘“l'aw'

1971. .. 1972

1976 \1977

1978
I ( ..
) 17%' .

Youth? . age12-17

5% - 4% 13%
T 17% . 16%
oL 23% . 324,
. ‘.;‘.““\

-, B

. w!'.

43.8%
I

s
Ve

44 3%
:l

42%
'ﬁ?% -

;Young adths:u

18~21
22 25

rv

| 3"6251."%!?

]oidéﬁfaaultsf- ‘t;/ségéz _

48% 47%

32%

sy
;\36%:[

HTNot tabulated

‘ In 1982 197v
*past month "

1976, and 1974 'current smoke
n 1979, current smoker was de

"th1rty days"'kt.1s ‘was: asked ‘only of thosé: who'™ hadcsmoked at” 1east f1ve

25%;

25% .

A

‘f::{ém;'

37A .

o S t\':
23.4% 22 3% | .“ X

ﬂO%
2y wf(*gx).
35% @ (24%);

et

L11%
#a00

- 39%
: :» £ Y )‘

9514%;,‘ .

¢3%
31%

< packs iever.
“itablés in the Summary_of Findings. chapter.

4

~Was. deflned as-tsmok at the present t1me

'aDef1n1t1ons of terms and‘qategor1es used in- ¢h1s tab]e are to be found 1n the
1on near the back 0 th1s o]ume.” .

*ﬂ"Key Def1n1taons“‘se
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For 1982 figures comparable to. the 1979 def1n1t1oh
‘In 1972rand"1971
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e TABLE 60 PATTERNgz\r\uSE f
X . * .
Coe e ,i B

R . ,

!

‘Usk, of Other. Substances ong Current Cigarette Smokers ‘and Those

o

. .
T 14 81"
Lo o )
T ’,
. G .

;-

. Current Smokers:"Yout oung AduTts, and 0]der Adultsy ¢

Foy

Young adults
age 18- 25

‘Who -Are Not

K
A

- O]der adu]ts
‘| age 26+

3 g

5 ) 6

T A

: < ' ‘Not
Current ' current,
smokers ¢,smokers

~Not
“current
smokers

" Current
Smokeérs

; . -Not
Current current.
smokers smokers

. (233)
, Alcohol .

(1348) . | (519)  (764)

A

@ o
) “92%

Ever used 98%

, g
%% 60%
A

Use in past montha' 58% . 22% i\§2%'

-

. ".wo‘
*- Marijuana R

®ux | wwmi s
a3

. 81%

“Use in’ past month. -’ 49% '5J1 5%

- Ever used

e

o .

Nonmedical-Use'.of -
o Psychotherapeut1cs f_f
| Ever used

‘Use‘1n pa;t“monfn

Coca1ne hallucmogensx S s
or hero1n S

.
Ever used

(1098)

18y |-

Def1ny&1ons of terms 3nd categor1es used in-

"' the "Key Def1n1t1on$" sect1on near ‘the. back o'h 2Js - volume

Ma1n Source

.' - ' . . ' " . ) .
X L . . .. . Y Lot . . . :
. . - N - ) . -5 .
L " . . . - - ’ N . B - N

;tgble 5?e to be found 1n

Questtéﬁ 4,r A 2 M 5,-S-5, T 5 ST 5, AN 5, C-5,. L 5

(1662)

b
Loy

o

84% .
.55712§&>

9%

and HAS; )
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S .;'g- e . . .
o _;tligﬁ_ USE OF PRESCRIPTION PSYCHOTHERAPEUTIC DRUGS i
: St1mulants, Sedat1ves Tranquilizers Ana]ges1c5 ne¥

- Aty
”Lifétime”PrévaPtnce
S D S . : , - _ ‘ -
In the 19&& survey, 31.5%:0f \youth, 62:9%4pf 18.to 25 year olds, and 73.9% of
persons. aged 26 or older reported having 'aken st1mu]ants,-sedat1ves tran-
:qu1l1zer§, and/or analgeS1cs b.ﬁpnifcr ptjon at some po1qt dur1ng their ]1Ves.
.p REX .
'In eaCh age group, ana1ges1cs (dr”" ain- k1111ng" p1]]s) are the most fre-
_quent]y ment joned type of . prescrwbed psychotherapeut1c drug. ' This is~
especdatly ohyious for youth and young adults, For example, 23%:0of all youth
report having had a- gﬂgscrlptlonufor analgesics, but only 9% have had a pre-
scrlptlon “for a trqpq0111zer wplle\aq?ut 6% report hav1ng had - a prescr1pt1on
Asedathe, and 3% Ve ‘35cr1pt1oh forpafst1mu]ant S '
: ‘ e _v.,q:gﬂ T, e ey

RS

»

*.:5 e :

gPe?sons aged 26 or QJder are’ cqps1derab]y mone ]1ke]y to report prescr1pt1on '
‘use’of‘psychot@grapeut1c drugs ‘during .the month prior to interview (13.3%)
.than.are- ybuth (5.6%) or young’ adults (6. 6%). -Within the "o]Qer adult" gr
current use -is concentrated among wafnen - (16% of whom report: préscription

“during: the past month) and mnong persons aged 50 or o]der (Qf whom 16% af’so
repart past month usg& o e ;- S Ny

&

Sy
‘e

..l{
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TABLE 6l: 1982 PREVALENCE‘T

. MEDICAL USE

. v ‘ : | o ”ﬁﬁjg- o S
Recency of Medical Use of Any Psychotherapeutic D[gg"Ambﬁ§§§ubgroups.of Youth
. L . Lo ”ﬁ.3f;l» PRL R
Ever .w“.“*Péét'year, ‘Not
{ . used Past = not past past Never =
. ' (Rx) month month - year. used
;Youth:ﬂ'age 12-17 (1581) C3isr | s U907 1609 68.5 -
A d R X v o ‘ , ._v,'{:}v-;'.. ; ; r; " . ; ' . L.
Age . ’ . o :',"' J'A.
12-13 (515)- L 22% R
14-15 (511) v 32% L)
16-17 (555) 0%,
Sex: o o .
Male  (830) . 31% {0 aw
Female (751) 32% 4 TR
Race: R 'S
 White : {1314) : 33% B
Black and other races ( 262) . s 25% |-
Region: . S 1»7Tf,iv.
“Northeast (337) | Ny 35% |
. North Centra] (442) 7 25% ¢
~ South \(571) S SN A Y
- West : 231) S37% | .. 8%

x%: Population density:

&7 Large metropolitan (463) R

. Small metropol1tan (502) o 33%
- Nonmetropolitan = (616) . .-

v Some categorﬁes do not add to 100% because of rouﬁd1ng

Main Sdurce Quest1ons 8 10 14
Quest1on F- 1 (P1115_Med1ca1 Use)
o . . o A

L
.



A

' . ' . I . - K ‘.c '““‘ . - “ ,J _- ",“ ‘ ’
e el % TABLE 62: 1982 PREVARENCE | -
IR oo e use
”f}ﬁ, L n,"J e “gvﬁ.' ' ' o o o
Recency of Medlcal Use of " An chothetﬁpeutic Drug,Among Subgroups of ‘fifﬂ
YoungﬁAdu]ts . ,;uﬁﬁa-;ﬂ co
’ " t} P " . o l«-‘\ | - -
)t Qe 73 0 4
) ) '?‘ - - -
, 7 Even” -, past year Not . ¢
~used Past “not past past Never
| _ : (RX) month month year used
~ Young Adults: age 18-25 (1283) . 62.9% 6.6%  17.3%  38.9% 37.1%
- 18-21 (546) - - v 56% 6% . 19%,  31%  44%
. 22-25 (731) s 0% 8% . 16% % 30%
: R . \ . o . _4". ' Lo . )
| Sex S ST SR S ‘ |
-male” (574). - o 57% 5% 135 . 39%-  43%-
Female (709) ) ’68%ai 8% 21%, . . 39% . 32%
, : ~ ' i ) .
o - ) ' o L
Race : e . ‘ L e T
© " uhite (1806):", 65% 18%  _AI%T 359
B]ack and other races (174)57 <« 50% . 12% .307: g 50%
Educat1on SR ‘ =% ,43 R
Not high school graduate 4p) ;49% 18% af' 28%  51%
- High 'school graduate . . (545) " f649 18% 403 36%
Attended collgge . (g - 68%. 16%/\ 43% - 32%
Comp leted™1-3 years (327:) J -~ 67% 518% v 39% 0033%
- Graduate - - (151) 71% { 12% 54% ?9%
Now a fuZZ time - - R e ST S
coZZege student (228) 60% 5% . 16% ,ﬁ 39%’ 40% 3§
o o _ : G o
Region: - R s '
Nortbeast A251) : - 58% 4% 17% ‘Q37%'j' 42%
North Central (310) » - 63% 9% - 15%  -39% - - 37
. South - (494) 61% 7% 17% C37% L PrE
CoWest. (23@) | 7% 6% L
Populat1on dens1ty jfw‘, . . : - -
Largée metropolitan (374) 57% ., 6% 16%; . 35%  43% N\
Small metropolitan (472) * 67% - | 9% . 18%5 . 40%
‘Nonmetropolitan (437)"' 64% " 4% 18% 5 42%, = 36%
, Some catpgorles do not add to 100% because of round1ng o - o

Def1n1t1ons of terms and categor1es used in th1s table are. to -be found in the

“Key Def1n1t10ns” se£t1on near the bac? of .this volume

Maln’Source Questions .8, 10,.14, 16, 21, 23, '8, 30.
tlon from Quest1on F-1 (P1lls Medical Use) RO

Supplementary informa-. -



e LA

'S

. TABLP 63: 1982 PREVAIENCE

MED[CAL USE .
Recency of Medical use of Any Psychothergpeutlc Drug;Among Subgroqps of
_.OldEr AdGTts f '
S S SO S R S
I N . Ever. ~ Past year, Not o
- N - ~2used - | Past  not pa past quer
oL ' » 'ng) month ‘month ~ year used
Older adults: age'26+ (2760) 73, 9% 1 13.3% 13.0% 47.6% 26.1%
Age: . R “ o
- 26-29 (693) - S .75% 1% 19% © 45%
- 30-34 (878) Lo e 80% 10% 15% - .~ 55%
.35-49° (505) = ©o78% | 11% o-12% - 55%
50+ (684) | o 69% | 1% T 1% 42%
. ] . . . - o ) e
Sex: ' o oo e . ,
~ Male  (1233) | g 67% | 10% & 10% * . - 46% - .
§ Female (1527) S - 80% - 16% . . 15% @B9% . o
o L . e . - . , v kl o . -
Race: o SR R
white - ; (2395) o 74% i 13%
Black wand other "races (-362) J2% 7l
Education: s g S
Not high school graduate ( 660) -  67%"
- 'High school graduate+ . (1011)'- = '75%
Attendedfnollege . (1077) 0 - 78%
“ ¢ Completed 1-3 years (484) . - =~ 77%
y - Graduate . (593) " L 79%,
Norfheast  (628) - <68 T 10% . 12% . AGR. . 32%
“gorth, Central (748) - o L 74% % 13 ?‘115 3
. +South  (946) : 74% | 14% 15%
"t West: - (438) - .. 80% 12% - 12% -
Populatlon density: il- _ A D 'fv_
@xgﬂ Large metropolitan (840) : - 75% 12% 14% - 49% . 25%
Small metropolttan (952) 6% | 1ax . 13#® asL 24
"_ Nonmetropo]1tan (968) . .2 69%° . 4% - 11% . 45% .- 31%

g Some ratpgorles do not add to 100% because of round1ngﬁ P

Definitions of . terms -and categorles used in th1s tablg’are to be f%ynd in the

"Key Def1n1t1ons" sect1on near the back -of this volume. : ®
‘Main Source: Questions 8, 10, 14, 16, 21 23, 28 qﬁﬁ- Supplementary 1nfonna- -
_tlon from Quest1on F 1 (Pllls Medlcal Use) TR T S =
: I S SRRNAL
% oS e o
: - 'iifstj L : -
4 - 9




TABLE 64: 1982 PREVALENCE

|

MEDICAL USE - N

A

\“

Medical Exg_rlence with Txges of Psychother;geutlc Drugs Anong Subgnbups
*F Y‘th _ ‘

Ever Uséd (Rx)

LT 1 . 2 3 4 5.

Stimu- Seda- Tranquml- Anal-. Any Psycho-
© lants ~ tives izers -  gesics therapeutic-

Youth: age 12-17 (1581) 2.9% 5.6%  9.3%  23.2% . 31.5%

Age . . = y : . ) - ‘ . .‘.‘..‘ s . . o ‘

12-13° (s’ e 1% 4% sy Tlax 22t
- 14-15 (5 o o3 . 5% a% o 23% 3% <,
16-17 (555) - Sev oo A% % 13T calx a0

: _‘~' | i;. . t ﬁ'“l - ;f :;.an:  :: :ﬁ) PR

Sex: : o R R S

Male 4830) n D S o% ., 23k 3%
Female nz51) - 1_'__ S TR clox o oc2a 3

Race: : R S . ' oo ; s ’ R bnl"» x . “:\'ﬁa‘ | '-'7'"‘%.'\_-. .
white Cmay s ose 0 doy 0 Cesdo RS
~ Black. and other: .races’ ( 262) - 2% 6% - -8% , . 15% .

N < . : Y o ‘. L . B L : P R -
B e . e, i . R . I KPR N
’\._ S o [V L s : w s dD'_ .

Region: . Ce e e Lo R e
Northeast - . (337) T A T é%' 26%7 . 35%
. North Central (442) . '1%’f,~_5% . C17% s 25%
South - . (s571) 4%.;.-A a%; 224 UY3lg

- West (23 «Si*gv: 30% ;gf “37% .

Population density: - ~ ¥+ - R | g -
Large metropolitan (463) . z 3% .352 N 10% 21% 30% -
Smal iggmet ropotitan (502)' 3y ey 9% .- 24% 33%
Nonme®ropolitan — (616) « - f 2%?. ", 8% 10% © - 25% 1330 .

e

e 'i. BRI v S .
Definitions of terms and Categories used iin this table are to be found in the
“Key Definitionst - sectlon -near the back oﬁfth1s volume  -'_ oo :

‘Main Source: Quest)ons 8 14 21 28 o7

,l

Vie .
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T | . TABLE 65: 1982 PREVALENCE -

Lo *v_,,- .
MEDICAL USE

Mgdical Experience with Types of Psychotherapeutlc Orugs Among Subgroups of
Yoq;gﬁAdults ,
\V4

Ever Used (Rk) ‘ .
1 2 - 3 4 5

Stimu- Seda- . Tranquil- Anal- . Any Psycho-"
- ldnts ~tives {zers gesics herageutic

PR

Young adults: age 18-25 {12p3).° 4.3% 9.7%  19.3%  56.2% 62“‘994 ,qn?

' .

*Age: B " 3 ' - '“' + ) p 3 . :
- 18-21 (54 L e e oL 2% 9% 15% 49%  '56% -
Lt ae-esi(r3h, T - 6% 108 23 64K T0%
Mabé (.574) T . 8% 16% - . 50% 57%
Female (769) e e Sl 1% 23%  62% . 68%
Race:  #f : T : o . .
. White w g (1106) 5% -+ 11%  21% - - 58% . 65% -
"+ "Black and other races ( 174) . 2% . 4% - 11% ©43% ";‘§Q§:
Educat1on SR - - . :,; - Lo ' o
Not high schooly: graduape (242)_‘" 4y 14y 15% - 44% 49% .
. High school graduate ° (545) - 4% 10% 20% - 87% *° - 64%,
' Attended college. i° (478). 5% 7% 2% 62% 68%
Completed 143'year§ (327) -'j4% - 7% 21% b1y 67%.
- Graduate ™ .'3_(151) o 7% . 5%, 19% 63% - 71%
: Now av fuLZJtme T L mEmaE b : ‘ . ‘
_ ‘ college student : (-228) Lo nl% 6% 0 18% 0 524 - 60%
L Regwn Sy S Cen . B
Northeast (251) , 3% 9% 20% 51% 58%
~ North Centngl (310). - e . 6% - 10% - 22% ' 56% 63%
Squth * (494)g o 4% 12% - 18% 55%2 - 6l%
West o (228) . 5% 8w 7% 84% 7%
Populaﬁr\lmy . o 4’/\74 . o T -
+ Large. metropolltan (374 5 4 iy 15% 50% - 57%
. Small; metr; politan. {}i . aw;f“ ﬂé 10%. . 20% - .. 60% 67%
U Nonmetropo itan ’?’5’7 - 11%,., 20% . 58% 64% °
; - 3 : ..‘ »‘\', - R o .. ,‘ m DR "(

Deflnlttﬂns of terms and categorles used in th1s table are to ‘be found in the
"Key Defln1t1gﬂ5ﬁ;?=ctwon Jear the back of+ this volume : - :

ms 8, 14g21,28. 0 s NG
" . ‘ :. . ke ':g‘ C .
C‘i- r b‘:.“ .*'
.. \ JU . S \
b3 o ju ’ N 'oa \[




. . TABLE 66: 1982 PREVALENCE
MEDICAL USE

Medical Experience with Types of Bgychotherapeutic Drqu Anong Suogroups of
GTdér Adults

. , t 7
3 ‘ ’ . : - '
: ~ } | ‘ Ever Used (Rx)
Lo 1 2 .3 4 5
I IR : Stimu- Seda- Tranquil- Anal-  Any Psycho-
' lants tives izers -gesics therapeutic

O]der adults: age 26+ (2769)‘ - 12.0%  21.4% 41.3% . 59.2% | 73.9%

Age: N N ' S
- 26-29 (693) o L ll% 14y 32% . 68% 75%
y 30-34 (878)" e _ ‘ 12% . 16% - 36% 72% 80%
35-49 (505) S 6% 21% 50% 664 78%
.50+ (684) o ’ 10% 25% : 40% . 49% 69%
Sex: “,6' . ‘ _ .};' o
Male  (1233) « . su. e o0y o 55 67%
Female\ 1527) ,igﬁéiéfﬁ%fw,, 18% ;26% «mhslz 62% 80%
Race’ Bh B _ '
Wh1té . . (2395) 12%. 22%- - 42% 59% 74%
BWack and other races ( 3§2) 13% 15% . 32% 60% 72%
: : . ) »
Education } LA TR o
Not high school graduate 650)  10% ~y21% . 36%  48% . 67%_
High school graduate ; (1011) 13% - 23% ”43% 61% 75%
Attended. college To-(1077) 13% 21% .- 44% ~ 67%  78%-.
~ Completd 1-3 years (¢84); .o a13% 18% , 46% '”T33763% 77%
Graduate = - (593) 12% 23% . 43% 0 70% - 79%
nE}%egi'on: : o o 'Tg{« Co : \x,\
Northeast (628) C . 12%. 17% Ml 38%’ - 52% 68%
North Central (748) - 13% . 20% - - 4l%. - 59% . - 74%
South (946) S 12% 28% . 44% 50% - . 74% .
West> (438) L 11%° 24% . 41% - . 67% - 80z
Population density: , - S -} et e
Large metropolitan (840) ~ °  13%. "23% _ -42% . .59% - 7588
- Small metropolitan_(952) " 13% 21% -+ +43% - 63% 76
" Nonmetropolitan . (968) 8% 21% 37% 54% - 69%

’

Definitions of terms and categor1es used im this table are to. be found in the
. "Key Definitions"” section near: the: back of .this volume :

_Main Source: Questlons 8,14, 21 28 e

" - .. . -.‘. . . . 7 . - O' . - | .’-' R 91- B.
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Section A: o Sampling and Statistical Interence

_égmﬂinqlglgg_mugCnnfhhnmﬂ Intervals

The question of how close the estimates are to the population values can be
answered in terms of the statistical theory of sampling. On the assumption
that the effect of nonresponse is essentially random (or has been compensdted
fur by adjustment), the theory of Sampling provides a procedure for estimating
"confidence Timits” or "tolerance zones" that des<vube the relationship be-,
tween sample estimates dnd populat ion values -- not with Lertalnty. but : prob-

.sd[)l 1is t ically. : .

RS . >

. lhus, it'ix possiblo to dsort, with speciticd prabability, that a percentage

cbased on a sample will fall within a calculable distance from the population
value it is designed to estimate. For example, in the reporting of sample
resylts, it is not uncommon to us e vxprcsslons like:

1 p'o= 83% + 2% (95% conf|dvncv) : -
where p' is the ostimater dsed on the xample and the rest of the expression

“Tindicates that the 95% confidence limits are 56% and 60%. Conventionally,
confidence limits-are computed -for the 95% confidence level (as above); the
90% fevel (yweld1ng narrower l1m1t5) or the 99% Ieve%&éy\eld1ng broader

, -y e
llmlts) B L _ o 4 AL :

- . o i P
Rt . e Ity

The size of tffe confidence interval around a percentage is influenced by the
. number of,intervieys ang. by, the .proportion of survey respondents giving ‘a
partlculatEBeply For example,, for any given sample size, the confidence
interval is/greater’ when 50% of the respondents express a view than it is when
'umalthe 10%_or 90% do so.  Similarly, the confidence unterval is narrower for
large samp s than it is for small samples P o , “

o ,-4

FreQJently the conf1dence \nteryal \s estumated by the express1on %ﬁ,{TT;.<Z

; K'(p ) / n)1/2 - ‘f; B

where nfis the sample_size and K is a constant selected to provide the desired
level of confidence. This formula yields the kind of -symmetric confidence in-
_ terval exemplified in expression 1 above. Whjle this approximation is useful
‘and satisfactory for-most purposes, its inadequacy becomes apparent when it is
applied to small percentages based on small samples. Thus the expression:

3‘ p' = 1% + 2% (95% conf1dence) _ | ., 'l

defines the lower limit of the c0nf|d9nqe 1nterva1 as -1% wh1ch is not pos-

sible. _
k4 . . - v .
N ’ )Ki . ' - .’ -
S o LR
Eal o \ LT
4 \ = Lo Bes ?
. . I‘ . ' ) 'a‘:q‘
- ' i 3
¢ . X
TN L1 ‘2”\
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B '“ .

[ndead, avmore plausible approximation to the confidence interval is avatla-
hle, which avotds a1l such impossible outcomes by recognizing that (except

o when the Sample observation is exactly 50%) the confidence interval must be
asymmetrie, This ‘closer approximation is based on the following. expressions:

4

%“" T oKk (L) b2 o !
Pu- 5 p' + K (Py (IQPU);/ nyl/2 '

Jon

» where P ds the lower limit of the confidence interval and Py fs the upper
timit of the tonfidence interval. The multiplier K in equations 4 andsb is
chosen to reflect the. level of confidence required in a simple random sample

- and the effect of stratification, clustering, and weighting on the reliability
of estimates from a sample of complex design (see following page for discus--
sion of sample design effects). This asymmetric approach to confidence inter- -
vals has been agpplied in calculating the confidence intervals presented in the™
tables of this report, e S ‘ S .

“~For example, in Table 2b, 26.7% of the youth in the sample said that they have

tried marijuana; it is then possible to say, with 95% conf idence (and mindful |
of the cautions enumerated above) that the population value for youth in this -

category lies between 24,1% and 29.5%. ' S L o

The table on the following page illustrates the asymmetric 95 percent confi-
dence intervals for various levels of observed percentages for samples of
certain sizes.  The table is arranged with the sample sizes arrayed in a col-
umn on the left-hand side. Across the top are observed percentages from 1%

- to 50%. To find the confidencerinterva ound an observed“percentage (e.g.,
a sample’result of 1% in a sample of -size 10 oné would #find the observed
percentage (1%) along the top of the table, then\gne would read down the "-"
and " "+" columns to the row corresponding to the sample size (100), discover-
ing, for this exanmple that: - .

: o the lower limit of the 95% confidence interval wbuldlbe I
. 1.0%«- 0.9% = 0:1%. A -
& : o RN ' |
‘ «~ o the upper limit of the 95% conf¥dedce interval would be
' s Amoar] 0% +76.4% = 7.4%. S A

Observed percentagesxfrqin 99% down to 50% are found across the bottom of the
table.- To find the confidence interval around an observed percentage of 80%
inN\a sample ‘of size 700,. for example, one would locate 80% alang-fhe bottom
of the table and then read up the "+" and "-*"columns to thé& row cor esponding
to tfle sample size. Thus: - . - s TR LT

I _ S L T o
. e the lower limit of tne 95% confidence interval is 80:0% - .
S o4.0% =760 . - RN

¢ PRSP R IE

TN the upper limit of the 95% confidence interval is 80.0% +

='i:Ld many inStahces,~ésDetia}ly iﬁ large samples and with pércentages re550n5 «,'
- ably_close.to 50%, the advantage of asymnefric .conf idence limifs is negli- *

gibre; But fon' very sinal 1.6r very large percentages, particularly in smaller , .. -

< ysamples, the’table of statistical reliabilityican be used to determine con-

- ['Fidenge -intervalf with more precision thalr’is available in the symnetrical . .
" intervals usually provided. - . s o ' S
o ' LT : R T o o« Y

T du

L 4
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NOfE In this table and in other tables reporting 95% confidenfe intervals calcu]gtion'!s based on 2.4,
.standard errors-instead of the more familiar 1.96 standard errors whigh. would be appropriate for
simple (unrestricted) random sampling; the incredse in the multiplier faf?ects an estlmate of the’

effect, primarily, of weighting and clu,terzng in th present sample ‘ .- 1 ;
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In accardance with, the preypding discussion, the expression pll-p)/n i5 the
cvariance (i,e., the square of the standard error of an.estimate p') based on
3h unrgstricted random sample. For such’ samples,” the factor “K* would be

approximstely 1.96 for the 95X confidence Vévely The following discussion .

explaind why K has Leen set at 2.45 (i.e., 1,96 x 1.25) in this réport.

“In practice, all sampléy of very large populatiods are based.on myltiple “
~dtages of sampling- in¢luding: , , L ' _“.j*"*

.

- +

A, .Strgtifisgtiqnkat‘various stages of the sampling‘ﬁ?pqess: stratis
. fication introduces control over the number of.cases obtained in
specified sub-populations. . Proportionate stratification can be
expected to decreyse the variance of estimates; disproportionate
~striatification (oversampling of certain sub-populations and under-
sampling-of others) can also influence the variance. ‘

- b, Clustering in the seléction of primary sanpling units and in the

- selection of blocks or.segments for interviewing; in genergl,
because of homogeneity within clusters and heterogencity anong
clusters, clustering can be cxpected to increase the variance of
estimates, S , .

‘c. MWeighting, to coggensate for disproportionate stratified sampling
and to conpensat?™ for uncqual probability in the seloction of a
- single individual per household; variation in weights is likely t
"to increasc the variance of estimates.

The “design effect® on the variance of estimates attributable to the combing-
tion of proceduras used in selection of a sample is usually exgressed as the

~ratio of -the estimated actual variance achieved to the -variance that would .
have been achieved with an unrestricted randon sample of the same size. In
previous publications of thissseries, the design effect was.estimated, on the
~basis of.experience, as approximately 1:5625. That is, it was assumed that
the sampling procedures used would increase the variance by 56.25% over the
variante that would apply to estimates based on an unrestrictéd random sample
of ‘equal size. 'Thus, the standard error of estimate would be multiplied by
'1.25 (the square root of 1.5625), and the 95% confidence interval would be
based on 2.45 standard errors (1.96 x" 1.25). .

Various statistical procédures hdve bden suggested for obtaining empirical .
estimates of the variance of estimates based on complex multi-stage samples.
A1l such procedures, in one way or another, depend on construction of sub-.
samples which are presumed to replicate the design fe\pures of the sample;
then, the empirical”variance of "estimates based on the sub-samples is ysed as
the bdsis for estimating the variance of estimates for the total sample. .
Although, obviously, the results can yield a different design effect for each
attridbute.being estimated, it is almost always possible to derive a single
estimate®{ar a sinalt number of estimates) of the design effect characterizing
a partigular. study. An elaborate version of such a procedure has been pub-
lished by the National Center for Hed1th Statistics. This procedure calls for
pairing of the PSi's and the construction of ,an orthogonal setsof half-
samples, each hglf:sample -using one PSY fﬁané%géh'péir of PSU'sS. =

T » 91 ,
Tl dJduo t
i T : - ; .
N - . . ‘. .
) i ) .

-
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Ear11er exper1ments w1th the NCHS procedure in surveys of drug use, 1nd1cat d. 1
that, with respect to estimates of drug userates; the empirical des1gn effect
was’ cons1stent1y less than 1.0 in all age groups. Apparently, the reductjion
in variance- attributable to stratxf1cab1on outweighed the increase.in variance

, attributable ‘to" clystering and we1ght1ng Nevertheless pending conf1rmat1on

» through additional ®eplications, in order to maintain a cohservative stanqe .

b with respect to the des1gn effect, the current«#@port foAlows the precedent

-t df previous reports, in this series in applying a design e—feﬁt of 1.5625.

.. ‘Because of this conservative dec1s1on, we have included the &10 s1gn]f1cance ’

level in the trend fab]es ' - v -
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- Statistical Significance of Differences o ;'_, ' o e -

- . . {

“In comparing two prevalence estimates, éach of which is based on’a sample'or -

sample ;subgroup, it must be remembered.that’both are subject to sampling
fluctuations and, indeed, it would be possible to cofstruct a.confidence -
interval around the observed difference between two percentage estimates.
Customarily, however, the'qpserved difference between estimates is evaluated

in terms of its statistical significance.- "Statistical sigmificance™ refers

to the probability that a difference .as large as-that observed would occur by .

‘chance if there wﬁre no difference in-prevalence for the population groups .

from which the. samples were drawn.

Several trend tableé‘ﬁn4the body of %his volume'rebort the significance of
_ observed differences at the .10, =05, .01, and-.001 levels ($, 'S, SS, SSS).
Probabilities greater than/.ld are termed. "not significant"” (NS). T

Vs .

. The reader may wish to ‘compare prevalencé estimates from two groups for_which
" the significance of the difference is not reported; the following table. there-
- fore presents the minimdl differences required for significance at the .05 B

level. The size of the difference 'required depends - upon the size_of the -per-
centage estimates being compared and upon the sample size of each{ subgroup.

In this table, column headings refer to the approximat& size of Both percent-
age estimates (e.g., both near 20%); row headings refer to the. two different
subgroup sizes (e.g., one subgroup of. about 3,000 respondents, the other aboeut
1,000 respondents).‘\Entries in the cells of this table refer to the minimum
difference between estimates required for significance. For ‘instance, if the

 subgroup sizes were about 3,000 -and 1,000 and.both estimates were near 20%, a
difference of 3.6% would be requi?ed‘for significance.- Thus, an estimate of

18% based on a subgroup consisting of 2,900 respondents would be significantly

- lTower than an estimate of 23% based on a subgroup of 1,050 respondents. - .

] . ) : T '- “-.\)_

-+ . v

/KOTE: In Table 68 and in other tables reporting signifiéance at the .05

N

tevel, calculation is~based on, 2.45 standard errors instead of the
more familiar:1.96 standard errors which would be appropriate-for |
C simple (unrestricted) random sampling; the incregge in ‘thesmultiplier
" reflects an estimate of the effect, primarily, of weiqhting_and
clustering in, the present sample. v R N
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% \*‘i TABLEE8 P a7
o .. OIFFERENCES REQUIRED FOR SIGNIFICANCE AT THE .05 LEVEL
< .. Lo = - o : . B : -
, . ‘ P o . . S i - %
Approximate Size of B8oth Estfimates o
o ©10% 0% ", 25%; - 30% - 35% 40% :
Sizes ‘of samples . or or o5, or = or . . oor or o
compared . .. 90% 80% 75% 70% _ 65% 60%. . 50%
3000 and 3000 1.9%, 2.5 5 L 2y " 3.0 3.1% 3.2%
. . 2500 2.0%° 2.7% | 2.9% . 3.0% S 3.2% 3.3% 3.3%
20000 - © 2.1% . 2.8% 3.1% 3.2% ° 3.4% 3.5% 3.5% °
1800 2.2% 2.9% 3.2% 3.3% 3.5% 3.6% 3.7%
- .1600 . 2.3% - 3.0% . 3.3¢ 3.5% T3, - 3.7% 3.8%
1500 2.3% 3.4%- 3.4% 3.6% 3.7% -« __AuBY 3.9%
. . 1400 , - 2.4% 3.2% 3.4% 3.6x © ''3.8% ™ 3.9% 4.0%
1300 -« . 2%4% 3.3% ©3.5% N 3% ¢ 3.9% 4.0% 4.1% .
L« *1200 2.5% .3.3% " 3.6% 3.8 Y . 4.0% 4.1% 4.2%
* 1100 2.6% . 3.5%,- 3.7% 0 4 4.0% JA1% 4,2% L 4.3% »
, 1000, "2.7% ., 3.6%  ,3.9%° 4.1% - 4.3% 4.4% 4.5%
. /" 900 2.8% 3.7% 4.0% " ‘. 43% . 4.4% .4.6% 4.7%
. 800 2.9% -3.9% S 4.2%. - 4.5% 4.6% - 4.8% 4.9%
700 3.1% 4.1% 4.5% 4.7% 4.9% - 5.0% 7 . 5.1%
600 3.3% 4.4% 4.7% . 5.0% 5.24 ( » 5.4%7- T 5.,5%
.. 500 3.6% A.7% 5.1% 5.4% - 5.6% 5.0 *. 5.9%
a50 31 £ 5.0% .5.4% 5.7% . 5.9%° 'G.R 6.2%
400 3.9% 5.2% »5.6% ¢ 6.0% 6.2% 6.4%° 6.5%
. 350 - 4.2% 5.5% ©6.0% 6.3% " 6.6% 6.8% . 6.9%
o 300 4.5% 5.9% - 6.4% 6.8% " 7.1% 7.3% 7.4%
S 2807 4.8% 6.5% 7.0% 7.4% 7.7% 7.9% 8.1% -
- - 200 (5.a% %7.2% Y7 B2 8.5%, © 8.8% 8.9%.
" 2500-and 2500 209% 2.8%-, . 3.0% 3.2% 3.3%°N 0 3.4% 3.5%
T 2000 2.2% 2,95 3.2% 3.4% - 3.5¢ . 3.6% 3%
K 1800 ¢« .2.3% 3.0% 3.3% 3.5% - 3.6% p37% 3.8%
1600 2.4% 3.1% 3.4% 3.6% ¢, 3.7% £3.8%:. 3.9%7
8500 . 2.4% - 3.2% 3.5% 3.7% 3.8% »3.9% 4.0%
1400 - - 2.5% 3.3% - 3.5%, 3.7%  ,  3.9% . 4.0% 4.1%
1300 '2.5% 3.4% 3.6% 3.8% 4.0% .. 4.1% - 4.2%
11200 2.6% - 3,4% 3.7% 3.9% 4.1% 4.2% 4.3%
. 1100 2.7% 3.5% '3.8% 4.1% a.2x . 4.3% 4.4%°
1000 } 2.8% 3.7% 4.0% < 4.2% 4.4% - 4.5% 4.6%
900 ' 2.9% 3.8% 4.1% 4.4% . 4.5% A.T% - 4.8%
800 . 3.0% . 4.0%% - 4.3% 4.6% 4.7% 4,9% 5.0%
700 3.5« 4.2x7 4.5% 4.8% 5.0% 5.1% . 5.2%
600 3.3% ° 4.5% T\ .- 4.8% . 5.1%° . 5.3% 5.5% - 5.6%
. 500 - 3.6% 4.8%  5.2% 5.5¢ . 5.7% 5,9% " *.  6.0%
‘w450 3.8% 5.0% 7, ¢ 5.4% 5.7% . 6.0% 6.1% , +  6.3%
. 400 "4.0% 5.3% .-, 5.7% 6.0% . . 6.3% '6.5% 6.6%
350 4.2% 5.6% » . 6.1% 6.4%" | 6.7% 6.8% 7.0%
300 4.5% - 6.08 ' 6.5% 6.9%  ~ J.1% L7350 7..5%
250 * 4.9% §.5% 7.0% 7.4% 7,,8% g.ox \ - glx
200 5.4% 2% 7.8% - 8.3% fex . 8l8x 9.0%
, 2000 and 2000 2.3% 3.1% 3.4% 3.6% '3.7% 3.8% 3.9%
- -1800 2.4% 3.2% 3.4% 3.6%, 3.8% ' 3.9% 4.0%
1600 . 2.5% 3,3% 3.6% 3.8% 3.9% 408 7 oa,1%
1500 - 2.5% ©°3,3% 3.6% . 3.8% 4.0%  , 4.1% 4.2%
1400 2.6% 3,4% 3.7 ° - 3.9% 4.1% - 4.2% 4.3%
1300 2.6% 3.5% 3.8 4.0%°, . 4.2% . 4.3% 4.4%
1200 2.7% . 3.6%¢ 3.9% L 4.1 4.3% 4.4%; 3.5%
1100 '2.8% ~3.7% 4.0% 4% ‘4.4% 4.5% 4.6%
~.. 1000 ! 2.8% 3.8% 4.1% 4.3% 4.5% “4.6% - 4.7%
: 900 3.0% 3.9% 4.3% 4.5% 4.7% 4.8% 4.9%
, . 800 C3.% 4.1% 4.4 4.7% 4.9% 5.0% 5.1%
700 - . 3.2% 4.3% 4,7% 4.,9% 518" 5.3% ©5,4%.
600 3.4 4.6% 4.9% 5.2% 5.4%° ' . 5.6% 5.7%
500 3.7% 4.9% ©5.3% 5.6% 5.8% 6.0% 6.1%
/ 450 13.8% 1% ¢ 5.5% 5.9% 6.1%, 6.3% 6.4%
400 4.0%, 5.4% 5.8% 6.1% 6.4% 6.6% 6.7%-
350 | 4.3% 5.7% 6.1% . 6.5% 6.8% 7.0%8 . 7.1%
- 300 4.6% 6.1% . "6.6% D -7.0% 7.2% 7.4% % 7.6%
250 4.9% 6.6% 741% 7.5% 7.8% 8.1% . 8.2%
. 200 5.5% 7.3% 7.9% . 8.3% . 8.7% 8.9% - £ 9.1%
i ~ : ' '
- ] . A { :
) T 1 * - . i ‘
¢ . _ . o -
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. . " TABLE 68 (continued) =~ ® \
_— we_Approximate Size of Both Estimates L L
, ; 10% - 20% 25% 0% . 35% 40% :
'y Sizes of safﬁples or or or . - or - o or or. / .
/ compared =, . 90% * 80% - 75% 70% 65% 60% 50% -
(~ 1800 and 1800 =, T2.4% 3.3% 3% 3% 3.9% 4.0% 4.1% *
C 1600 ~ . 2.5% ' 3.4x ©3.6x T, 3.9% 4.0% 4.3% o .4.2%
: 1500° 2.6% 3.4% . 3.7% 7 3.9x 4.1% 4.2% 3.3
- 1400, 2.6%.  3.5% 3.8% “4.0% 4.2% A.3% T4.0%
- 1300 2.7% . 3.6% 0 3.9% 4.1% - 4.3% J4.8% 4.5%
: 1200 2.7% 3.7% 4.0% ¢ 4.2%" 4.4% 4.5% . 4.6%
4_/, 1100 ., ~ 2.8% 3.8% 4.1X 4.3% 4.5% 4.6% 47X
* 1000 2.9% 3.9% 4.2% 4.4% 4.6% 4.7% 4.8%°
7900 3.0% 4,0% 4.3% - 4.6% -4.8% 4.9% - '5.0%
‘ 800 . 3.1%, " 4.2% 4.5% 4.8% 5.0% ~— 5.1% 5.2%
* 200 C3.3% 4.6 47K " 5.0% 5.2% ° 5.3% 5.5%
0 3.5% 4.6% o 5 ,0% 5.3% 5.5% 5.7% 5.8%
). 3.7% § 5.0% . 5.4% 5.7X . - 5.9% - 6.1% 6.2%
450" 3.9% 5.2% ¢ 5.6X . 5.9% , 6.2% 6.3% 6.5%.
1400, 4.1% 5.4% 5.9% -6..2% . 6.6% . 6.8%
*  "350- 4.3% 5.7%" 6.2% " 6.6% : 7.0% L o-7.2%
. 300 4.6% 6,1% 6%% 7.0% ©7.5% . 7.6%
. 250 .. 5.0% - 6.6% ., 7.2% . 7.6% 8.1% . 8.3%
o 200 Y., 5.5% 7.3% 7.9% . - 8.4% 8.9% f-.u
o . » TP, -
1600 and 1600 2.6% ©3.5% 3.8%. . 4.0% . 4.2% 4.3%
1500° 2.6% . 3.5% 3.8% - 4.0% . 4.3% 4.4:{
1400 2.7% 3.6% 3.9% 4.1% 4.3% 4.4% 4.5%Y
1300 2.7% - .. 3.7% 4.0% 4.2% 4.4% 4.5% 4.6% .
1200 . 2.8% 03.7% 4.1% - 4.3% 4.5% 4.6% - 4.7% =
. 1100 2.9%  _ 3.88 , 4.2% 4.4% 4.6% 4.7¢ - 4.8%
11000 - 3.0% 4,0% 4.3% 4.5% O 4.7% 4.8% 4.9%
900 3.1% - 4,1% 4.4%. 4.7% 4.9% 5.0% 5.1%
800 . - 3.2% 4.2% 4.6%° .4.9% v 5.1% »,5.2% -~ 5.3%
700 3.3% 4.4%- 4.8% . 5.1% «5.3% 5.4% 5.6% .
‘ 600 3.5% 4.7% 5.1% 5.4% 5.6% 5.7% 5.9 -
* . 500 3.8% 5.0% 5.4% 5.8% 6.0% 6.1% . 6.3% -
. 450 3.9% .5.2% 5.7% 6.0% 6.2% 6.4% . 6.5%)
400. . . 4.1% 5.5% . 5.9% 6.3% 6.5% 6.7% - 6,85\
350 . 4.3% 5.8% "~ - 6.3% 6.6% . -6,9% - 7.1% J.zg
. 300 *4.6% 6.2% 6.7% o 7.1% [ 7.8% 7.6% 7.7%
: . 250 - 5.0%° 6.7% 7.2% 7.6% v 7.9% 8.2% - 8.3
. ‘ 200 - 5.5% 7.3% . 8.0% 8.4% - 8.8%" 9.0x N 9.2%, ,
1500 and 1500 2.7%,° 3.6% 3.9% 4.1% 4,3% 4.4% 4.5X .
L 1400 o+ 277X 3.6% - 3.9% 4.2% 4.3% 4.5% 4.6%"
ST 1300 _¥2.8% 3.7% 4.0% L 4.3% 4.4% 4,5% " 4.6%
: 1200 2.8% . 3.8% 4.1%. ,  4.3% 4,5% 7 4.6% 4.7%-
: © 1100 v 29% T a3,0% . 4.2% . 4.5% 4.6% 4.8% 4.9%
.~ 1000 3.0% T4.0% 4.3% ‘4.6% " 7 . .4.8% - 4,9% . 5.0%. .,
1900 . 3.1% -t 4% 4.5% | 4.7% 4.9 501% 5.2% "
. 800 3.2% 4.3% v4.6% 4.9% '5.1% 5.3% ' '5.4%
700 » 3.4% . .4,5% 4.9% . 5.1% 5.3% 5.5% 5.6%
T 00 3.6% 4,7% 5.1% 5.4% .5.6% 5.8% 5.9%
- /500 3.8% 8.1% 5.5% 5.8% 6.0% 6.2% 6.3%
" 450 4.0% . 5.3% 5.7% 6.0% 6.3% 6.5% 6.6%
” 400 4.1% , '5.5% 6.0% , 6.3% 6.6X .~ 6.8% 6.9%
350 4.4% ©5.8% '6.3% 6.7% 6.9% 7.1% L 1.3%
300 4.6% 6.2% 6.7% 7.1% 7.4% 7.6% 7.7%
250 ' 5.0% 6.7% 7.2% 7.7% 8.0% 8.2% 8.4%
200 5.5% 7.4% * 8.0% 8.5% 8.8% 9.0% ' 9.2%
1400 and 140 2.8% .7% L a.0x 4.2% 4.4% 4.5% 4.6
' . 1300 2.8% 3.8% 4.1% . 4.3% 4.5% 4.6% . 47X
1200 - 2.9% 3.9 4.2% ;4.2 4.6% 4.7% 4.8%
1100 - 3.0X 3.9X a  4.3% . 4.5% 4.7% 4.8% 4.9% -
v 1000 ~3.0% " 4,1% J8,4% 4.6% 4.8% 5.0% 5.1%
. 900 “3,1% 4.2%° 7 4.5% 4.8% . - 5.0% 5.1% 5.2%
800, ¢ * 3,3X 4.3% 7, 4.2% . 5.06 | 5.2% 5.3%  _ 5.4%X"
: : 700 3.4% ©4,5% 4.9% 5.2% 5.4% 5.6% 5.7%
* . 600 3.6% 4.8%. 4 5.2% 5.5% 5.7% 5.9% 6.0%
' _ . 500 3.8% 5.1% . - 5.5% 5.8% 6.1% 6.3% _ 6.4%
: 450, 4.0% ssgj 5.7% 6.1% .. 6.3% %.5% 6.6%
) 400 4.2% 5.6% 6.0% 6.4% 6.6% . 6.0% 6.9%
, 350 - . 4.08% 5.9% 6w3X 6.7 » 7.0% 7,28 ¢ 71.3%
©. 300, - 4,7% 6.2% ~  6.7% ~7.1% 7.4% . 7.6% 7.8%
l [o v 250 (... 5.0% 6% . 7.3% 7.7% 8,0% o.2%, 8.4%
Q . 200 7.8% 8..0% 8.5% oo8x 9.1% 9.3%

Y
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TABLE 68 (continued)

Approximate Size of Both Estimatds

208 -
or

_B0%

10%

or
- 90X

308 . 40%
' or

25%
or

35%

Sizes of samples -

or .
65% _

or

compared

460%

70%

75%

1
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TABLE 68 (continued)g . T
3 : - .10
| N ; Approgﬁte Size of Both Estimates . '
< L10% - 00 . 2% KR " 40%
Sizes .Qf samples B or-... _or g or ,j, oy - N | or
combared 90% 80% - 75% 5 0 qox' ©65% 60% . 50%
1900 and 900 3.5¢ . _4.6%. ' 5. 5&3# e 5.5% Lo 5.8%
v 4800 3.6% '~ " 4.8% 5R% o 5.7%°  5.8% . 6.0%
CLo 700 3% ¢ 49X . x53% STV L5 5.9%. ' - 6.0% . 6.2%
& /650 3.8%: 5.0% 7. 5.5%™ :{ ©5.8%.  6.08 . 6.2% - 6.3%
"an i/ 600 3.9% 5.2% © 56% - Y ».5.9% . . 6:2%: _J. 6.3% " 6.5%
4/ 550 ., 4.0% 5.3 L 5% 6% T 7 63K ST 6.8% *-6.6%
v 500 4,1% . 5.5% J5.9% 7T 6.3% 6.5% 6.7% " 6.8%
k450 4.2 . 5.7 6.1% - . - 6.5% ) 6.7%. . 6.9% 7.1%
* 400 4.4% r~ 5.9}) 6.4% < oenT% 7.0% 7.2% . 7.4%.
; - 350 468 . 6.2 67X 7% 7.4% 7.6% 7.7%
1300 4.8% ~ 6.5% 7.0% 77 7.8% CL7:8%. 8.0X - 8.2%
250 F3X e 7.0% 7.6% . 8.0%. L, 8.8% 8.6x «  8.8%.
200 . 5.7% 1.7% - 8.3% 8.8%" 1x 9.4% B9 6x
150 . 6.5% _”a,sx» 9.4% 9.9%" «am 10.6% 10.8% -
100 C7.a% 1o,ax 11.2% 11.8% - o ol2 3x Ty 12.7% 0 12.9% .
; 50 10.7% - 14.2% . ~15.4% _ 16.3% 7. 17.0x 17-4x 17.8%
/800 and 800 373 a. R 0@1 5.8% 6.0% 6.1%
g 700 »3.6%° 5, 5.5%. 5.8 ., 6.0% 6.2% 6.3% .
o ., 650 ' 3.9 % 5] 5.6% 5.9% | 6.2% - 6.3% 6.5% °
600 40X s, 5.7% 6.1% -6.3% ., . 6,5% 6.6%
f 550 4.1% NN 5.9% . 6.2% 6.5% ... 6.6% - 6.8% ¢
. 500 4.2% s, 6.0% 6.4% 6.7% 6.8% 7.0%
450 4 5, - 6,3% 6.6 ° 6.9% - 7.1% 71.2%
400 © 7. 4.5% 6. v 6.5% 6.9 Conle% L L. 7.3% 7.5%,
350 4.7% | 6. 6.8% ©7.2% 7.5% 7.7% 2.9%
300 5.0% - 6. 7.2% 7:6% 9% 8.1% ,48(3;
- 250 - 5.3% . 7. 747% 8.1% "8.5% 8.7% 8
200 - 5.8% .t 7. 8.48% - 8.9% 9.2% 9.5% 9.7%
. 150 6.5% ‘8. 9.4% 10.0% 10.4% o 7% 10.9%
o 100_~ - 7.8%- J10. 11.3% 11.9% S 12.7% - 13.0%
R 1 3 10.7x , . )a. 15.5% 16.4% 17.0% -*_17 17.9%
700 and 700 3.9% 5.2% 5.7% ° 6.0% "6.2% .. ' 6.4% ' . 6.5%
650 4.0% .. 5.3% - 5.8% 6.1X ~  6.4% - +6.5% 5.7%
600 4.1% 5.5% 5.9X  ,  6.2% 6.5% 6.7% ¢  6.8%
550 . 4.2% X .6.0% ' 6.4% - 6.7% & 8% 7.0% . *
500 - ., 4q§\,i 5.7% 6.2% 6.6% 6.8% CNTe0X L 7.2%
450 . @438 ' 5,9% . 6.4% 6.8% 7.1% T 1:3% 7.4%
400 4.6% 6.1% 6.6% 7.0% 7.3%. - " 7.5x° 7 7.7;:/.‘;,
< 350 4.8% - 6.4% ' 6.9%. 7.3% « 2.1 ) 1.09% 07 g
300-— . 5.1% 6.8% 7.3% 7.7% 8.l%. ' 8.3% . - BI5% '
- 250 5.4% 7.2% 7.8% y 8.3%\- 8.6% 8.8% 9,0%
200 . 5.9% 7.9% 8.5%. - 9.0x\ . 9.4% .. "8.6% . 9.8%
150 6.6% - 8.8% 9.5% . 10.1% =~ 10.5% " '+ 10.8%" 11.0%
100 7.9% 10.5% 11.3% 12,08, 12.5% 12.8% . 13.1% ¢
- 50 ~ - 10.8% 14,3% 15.5¢ VY 16.4% ﬂﬂ 17.1% 17,657, [ 17.9%
. - . A . Lol ¥ / e
600 and 600 4.2% - 5.7% 6.1% 6.5% 6%, 0+ 6,9% 7.1%
e 550 4.3% . 5.8% 6.3% 6.6 ' 6.9% /" 7.1% . 7.2%
A7 . 50k 4.5%, 5.9% 6.4% 6.85.) . 7%, 703 7.4%
: 450 . 4.6%° 6.1% 6.6% 7.0¢ - Y 7.3% 7..5% 7,6%
N 400 4.7% 6.3% . 6.8% " 7.2%0; 7.5% 7.7% - o7 Tox
350 4.9% <575 7.1% . 7.6% . 7,9% 8.1% . - “g.2%
300 5.2% 6.9% 7.5% 9% 8 '8.5%' 8.7%
o " 250 ¢ 5.5%—7 7.4% 8.0% 5% - ' §,BX . r9.0% 9.2%
. 200 6.0% 8.0% - 8.7% 9.2% pi5% - 9.8% 10.0%
. 150 . 6.7% 8.9 9.7% 10.2% 0:7% v 11,08 11.2%
. 100 C7.9% 10.6% 11.5% 12.1% /2~sx /413 0% 13.2%
k 50 . - 10.8%. -  14.4%  ~ 15.6% 16.5%  f17.2% 17.7% 18.0%
R . e ( :\.1;": - s
500 and 500 - "4.6% 6.2% 6.7% 7. 1x- T 1.4% 7 756% 7.7%
' 450 +4.8% 6.4 . 6.9t - 7.3% - 7.6% 1 7.8% . B.Q%
{ . . 400 4.9%: | 6.6% 7.1 7.5%° 7.8%. .7 18.1% 8.B%"
... 350 5.1%. 6.8% - 7.4% . 7.8% u 8.1%, . ../8.4% -'8.%%
300 5.4% 7.2% & 7.7% 8.2%y." 8.5X " ..% 8.8% .8,9%
© 250 5.7% 7.6% 8. T 7% 9% e 9.3k 9.5%
200 s.gx T 8.2% 8.9% 9.4%.. "+ 9.8%' /" 10.0% 10.2%
150 6.8% 9.1%. g.9%x - 10.5% - 10.9%7 % . 11.2% 11.4%
100 8.1% » 10.7% 11,6% 71203 - 12 uxm 13.1% .13.4%
50 1o.9x 14,5% 15.7% 16 W nflax ,17.8% -, 7 18.2%
\ o s A L :
=3 Pt / ‘ 1
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. TABLE 68, (Continued) .

N -
‘v

- ..~ AAp'prbximate'Si»zé of BSth Estimates-

. T R T T S SR 10
izes of Samples Coor or - or .. or or’ . or’ .
compared 90%  MiA gOXT L 75% L T 70%/ 65% . 60%[ 50%
400 and "400 " 5.2 e .9% ' 7.5% . 7.9% [ B.3% 8.5% ~ . B.7%
; - 350 5.4% ST2% . 1.8% . 8.2% 8.6% 8.8% 9,0%
300 5.6% 7.5% 8% % B.6% 8.9%  9.2% . 9.4%
250  5.9% 7.9% 8.6% ©9.1% - 9.4% 9.7% 9.9%
200 © 6.4% 8.5% . 9.2% L 9.7% 10.1x -+ 10.4% - 10.6%
150 7.0% 9.4% 10.2% 10.7% 11.§x L 11.5% 11.7%
100 8.2% 11.0%° 11.9% 12.6x . 13.0% 0 13.4%° . 13.7%
, "50. 11.0% 14.7% . 15.9% 16.8% . 17.5% 18.0% *°  * 18.4%
oL v ] L B
<Qoo and 300 . 6.0% 8.0% 8.7% 9.2% 9.5% y)b.ex : 10.0%
.. 250 - 6.3% 8.4% 9.1% - 9.6% 10.0% - - *10.3% _:\' 10.5%
200 6.7% 8.9% 9.7% 10.2x 7 10.7% - -11.0% 11.2% ¢
© 150 - 7.3% 9.8% 10.6% ' 11.2%x - 11.7%  12.0% 12.2%
. 100. - 8.5% 11.3%  12.2% 13.0X. * * 13.5% 13.9¢ - 14.1%
. 750 11.2% 15.0% . 16.2% 17.1% \1LL9% 18.3% . 18.7%
200 and 200 A 7.3% Jo.% 0 l0.6% Iy 1L7% . 120 12.2%
e 150 T 7.9%7 10.6% C11.5% - 12.1% 12.6% 13.0% 13.2%
00" .- . «9.0% . 12.0% 13.0% 13.8¢  ° 14.3%. 14.7% 15.0%
50 - - 11.6%  15.5% 16.8% 17.8% 18.5%  19.08 19.4%
150 and 150 & 8l8%  C.11.3% . 12.2% - 13.0% . . 13.5% 13,9 14.1%
100 , 9.5% C12.7% 13.7% 14.5% 15.1% 15.5% 15.8%
» 50 12.0% 16.0% ~  17:3%  __18.3% 19.13 N 19.6%  20.0%
’ P T Co . -t . ~ o
100 and‘§§00. " r.0.4% 13.9% 15.0% 15.9% 16.5% 17.0% C 3%
50 . 12.7% . 17.0%° 18.4% - 19.4x  20.2%  go.8x . fl.2%
50 and 50 14.7% 19.6% 21.1% 22.5% - 23.4% 24.0% . 24.5%
. : . | _ \
. ) T . . R
e . : oA '
’ l‘é( . . ) o ' . ] . ) ?
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{- o - Section B: 'Data Quality-

. ‘ \"-/" ? _/ : S .

, g NG : C ¥

In evaluating the quality of survey data, it is necessary to examine’ such )

diverse factors as completion experiénce,-respondent understanding and cooper-

ation,. control .of field work, verification of completed Tinterviews, and pripce-
. . ] .

dures employed in editing -and coding.
" ’ ) ) . '\'\. i . ‘ ’ ",‘
Respondent Comprehension and\Attitude .\ .
o | | 1 ' -
n .« TABLE €9 - . A
, | - e :
Interviewer Assessment ‘of Respondents™-level of .
" ¥ Cooperatiom and Understanding \ °* . .
. . b . \ r - - . .
r ‘,~ “'.L 5 P ’
. T . e
N ] o A . Young . 0lder
-ﬂ)}‘lterviwer Assessment Y Yough - Adultes Adults
N ?' . . \ (‘1581) . (1283) (2760)
- » ' . y : . . .
chei of@Coqperatioﬁ o , v A S .
Very cooperative L BQ.8% 91.7%,
NFairly cooperative ' , w\q', 6.4
Not too cooperative ) ﬁ. 1.1
QOpenly hostile - o *
| y _ ' . \
No answer o . N . v
. L S R
Loevel of Understanding S a . R . v
(z"l‘ ~ ',— . - . ) “ \ ‘ -
. No difficulty ' 79.6% B7.5% LN 83.3%
Just a little difficulty ) : ‘15.6 B .1, B '\_‘ 10.3
) - - o '
A fafr amowiit of ditficultly 3.8 e 2.4 | 3.0
A Tot- of difficulty N R O L.2.8
No answoer SO ST 8 . A
4 : / ) . ' o ) “:\. * ’
Some ‘categories do not edd to 100% because of rounding, T
These percents are based on unwelghted data, in order to reflect the dﬂd}dl
~ numbers of participants in cach cooperat ion/unddrstanding Cateqorye !
*Loss than 5%, . . _ ) B :\

r

LSRN . . i
*On_the final page of the interview schedule, intervicwers were asked to |
wstimateYboth 'the respondents' understanding of the intery fow sany cooper gl
'§ﬂ¢n dyAng-the interdfow,  These questions were Cibled out privately by |.
the inferyiowers. SN . |
. 4 ' T ]
. v
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Fieldwor: Menitoring and Control Yrocedures

The mdjority of the interviews were- conducted in March, April, and Max of
1982. - Fieldwork began, however, in 1981, With approximately 300 interviews
being conducted in late Novg mber and earfy Decembér. Thé remaining interviews
were conducted from March 1482 thedugh mid-July 1982. )

A computerized system, which prowides regular status reports on completed in-
terviewing, was utilized throughout the field period. This system allowed for
both close monitoring of the work of each interviewgr and for(efficicnt re-
assignment of locations in which completed interviews were not being obtained.

Since angnymity was crucial to obtaining respondent codperation, a speciales
procedur'e was developed to facilitate interview verificatjon. After-each’
interview was concluded, all. questionnaire materials were separately sealed. in
an envelope, and the vuspdndent was asked to enter ‘Wis/her name, address, and
telephone number on a postcard that was “then mailed directly to an independent
“verification service. THis serwice verifrdd gt least 15% of cach interview-
er's work by telephone. hen telephdne. numbers for respondents who had com=
- pleted interviews woerd unavailable, mail verification was attemptoed. g

THe, verifigation proeedure, included checks on the length of time the inter-
*viewer spent with the respondent, on adherence to proceduies designed Lo
assure respondent anonymity, and on the general subject of the interview,, e
the event of any discrepancy from the expected rosults, all of fhat inter-
viewer's work was verified, and any wark that failed to meet project standards
Wy reassighed to another interviewer.  Once we were sat istied that Che inter -
(o views had been condycted accarding ln eatablished procedures, the postoards
were dews hnyc‘d and 1l wan o lunqm possilile to determine who thelrespondents

'
wvru . : ,
. N / 4

~

ENting and Coding \
™
The t'(likinq and (()«I'inq funct igne wmu por lmmml hy an in-hduse coding dogyart -
mont . This work was conductod undnr the direction of a4 coding supervisor,
héginming during the r Sassigmuent pertod.  The editing process involved pr.
paring the questionnaires for keypunching by correcting ervors (such an
double answers) made in responme }0 closed-end questions.  Some inconsisten.-
cies between related guostions wore resolved at this stage, errars in skip
nytlvrn: were corrected, and idvntifylnq information was rhvckvd for rnmplq{q_
ness.  In !hb/uvnnl that vital information was missing, intery fowers wore
CQntacted fof .clarification, A 100% chock on both vditing «and coding was
maintained by the coding mupervisor until she was satiaffed that edtting A
cotling speciticatTony, were boing ihterproted corvectly angd administered
propevly.  Thereaftor, a 15% Lhc(k Wi mninlnin«d

Atter the data Nad been donverted to cumput9u=rcadahlu form, an extensive
machine check tor consistency of respondes was made,  Each time an® tngonyis.
tency was identitfed by the computar program, that qoestionmaire was Seam i ned
hy 9 statf membher oand the dncons fstency way revolved inaccordance with pre-
Joestablished raley, " Special codes were d«)vuh)pml A needed
. < v ’ t Y ’ -

The maching check fagilitatnd complex ' consis tnncy rhec’V'Jar wpll a5 compar isgn
of responses fromfvarious sections of the qunﬂtlonndlrv However, while Ging
the rnmputﬂr to draw staff nt\vntinn to inoQusdistencies, this process com-
plately avoided automatic machine decis v ions .

’ '
0
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Completion Experience _ & = .
, TABLE 70 L .
. ’ 9 . “e M
' 1982 Field Classifications of Housing Units
. . ' . . ’ v
Housing Units Coe N
» - A
! Total assigned | - 12,019
Vacant ) : ~ < 1,049 o
Unknown “status s : 207
Occupied -7 v ) 10,763 »

Qf the 207 households of unknown Status, it was estimated that 189 were
occupivd, and 18 were vacant. Thest est'tmates were included in calcula-

tions of Interview Completion Experience (Table 73) and Response Rate Y
(Table 74). : . ' N
S - ’ ' { )
‘o . 3
=~ JABLE 71 s
’ 1982 Eield Experfence for Youth Sample .
- ; . ’.' U’
Household and’ o v
- ~ : v ) .
Interview Status X ‘ N. " \ o~
Total occupied housing units / 10,763
Youth present (age 12-17) 1,448
e .o B , .
Presence of youth unknown . 2044 L\

No youth ’ 8,711

‘ «0f _the 204 houscholds where presence of« youth was unknown, it was est imated,
that in 168 there ware no youth present, wheress in 36 we would-expect tb
find at least ome youth, These estimates were included fn’ calculations of
Interyiow Complation Uxperience (Table 73) and Reypynse Rate (Table 74), -




AR
. '

\ - -
. SO TABLE 22T o .
. , ' 1982 Freld Lxperience for Adgult Sample ' :
. T A s o
S e e . - s
Household w»mt . . ’
Interviow Status _ S
i i e 0 et o e o = T e
. ] b1 M
Totad oucupied housing units CT . 10,763
. : A ' o- '
i\dul}.aqnd 13-34 present, 4,969 .
¢, o
L Designated for interview ‘ :3,.3‘,)‘)
= Not designated 1,570
o adult 18-34 present \ 5,047
Prasence of adylt 18234 ynknowo 247
A .
Adult aged 3% or older pre-ent 7,484
. ' . . , - N ‘
Designatad tar intoryiow 1.4%7 !
- [
Hot designated A Ho03/
No oadalt 39+ prosent . . S99
Prosence of adult 3%+ uynknown : 292 T
e e e e e e e e e e o S
A .
. ~ - v
\
r 1 »
- 4
T \ '
o '
N \ * v
\ "‘
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- Tl UIBLE T3 . e LT e
,Nv' \‘ e . L ce S . - ' AR
Lo PR - Interview C0d51etion Experience . "* , e
' . _. | ‘v . - N " ’ . 4 . - - «v; P ) | A #‘ ) .::\‘
L e Al "=~""" Youth'Sample Adult Sample
" Interview Status . 12-17 Years .18-34 Stratum 35+ Stratum
.- gligible Tespondents® . 1,88F 3,50 - 1,517
|  ‘fiIhEerviéw§'comp1éted'in ége L N  --v i. ‘
group sample*: B 1,582 oo 2,868 1,174
jRespoddent_nqt;ét:hbme' N ' 25 “;:  ‘_ 56, . 17
Household "composition: not obtained - P -
(no one at home, refused, no report) = 32 . . 1415 65
| ~ Respondent refused o C67. QO*. o 217 .
_; PafépfallperMisgiqn'not obtained . 144 - - . == B -- -
Other refused  ‘~ _ 4 S -
"’ Other incomplete . | 74, 44

1For interview plus estimates of eligibility for housing unjts with no report
" on occupancy status- or unknown eligibility. - '@3 S C

* “gligible respondenfs;fefer to the number of accupigd housing. units eligible

* %The total numbef of interviews completed in all age grotps sampled equals the.’

total number of interviews included. 1n the analysis; however, differences

. occur across age groups because a small number of respondents fell into one
age group on the day their household was sampled, but into-an-older age group. .
on the day the interview was conducted. s s

LI
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| Lo T o ~
_Completion Exbcrience After Return Visits.and Response Rates ‘ -
. v ' o " X ‘J C . h ‘ . - . ,2
" P ' 'Tyouth Sample -~ . ' Adult'Sample#“¢L ) ¢
e T . : V1217 Years - '13534 $tratum 35+ Stratum
'ELIGIBLE. RESPONDENTS® - 1,884 o 3,540 - 1,517
: Comple&iohs Co Completions Completionsr
' : ~ [Cumulative . -Cumulative : Cumulative
. Visits : ' ‘N - X /%of total - N % % of total N, % Xof total
Initial-visit ., 321 D% 1% . 678 19%  19% 349 23% - 234
2nd viSit - 423 2. 3 - 641 18 3 o217 18 41
Id visit . 314 _ 17 56 T 506 14, sz, 215 .14 55
_ : y _ ;. ' .
A4th visit 209 1l 67 S 0399 11 7 63 132° 9. - 64
. Sth visit T 1es 7 2 223 7 6 69 . 71 5 . 69
Lth visit 79 4 78 151 4 73 . 50 3. ‘72"
Tthovisit . 34 1 80 .8 2 76 B2 7
| : & . - o
8th visit 2 2 82’ 67 2 78. Y151 75
. ‘ S ¢ ) { . ? e : . ' v s
9th visit . 16 1[ _ 82 ar 1 79. 0 131 76
_ JIOth visit - o100 1. 83 % 1. -8 . 4 * 76 o
Cltheisie s T’ 83 20 1 8 ., . 6 * .77
12 or more visits 10 1 8 81 8l AT 7
Untoohn number . [ - L :
~of visits .- 4 - % 84 3 o+ ) I 77
_“TOTAL' COMPLETE : 1,582 \ ' s 2,88 , 1,174 )
- RESPONSE RATE: \ - .84% 81% . - o
~ NOT COMPLETED: 302 - l6%) . 100% .- 672 "19% -+ 100%- 343 .23%  100%
. . 1/ \ L] . . :
- §

*Less than .5%.

’Elig\ble respondents inclugés the number of - occupied h0uswng units elwg1b1e for interview plus - -
"~ estimates of . elwgwb111ty Tor housing unnts with no report on oCsypancy status or unknowm el1g1blit{///
]

_'Response rates were not calculated separately for various analysis groups; however assuming that
the response rate for thoSe aged. 18 to 25 is the same* as for those aged 26 to 34, we would estwmate
that among 18.to 25 year olds, approximately 81% of the designated respondents completed -the lnter-

"~ .view and that among deswgnatedrpersons aged 26 and older about 79% part1c1pated

R 4‘- T
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| ‘Section C: Defiinition of the Sample o

, . " . ' = . '/.
The Response Analysis Corporation natibnal area.?robability sample was em-
ployed in this study. Sample locaffions, househalds, and* specific individuals
Lo be interviewed were specified by‘thea§amp11ng\p1an_a d through explicity in-,

sstructions to the interviewers. No aspect of selection' was left-to the dis-

‘cretion of the interviewer.

i

\
\

: | .
Sample Design =\ . .

A number of study requikements were7menged'1n the sample design, including:
e A basic nationa]\;amp]e of adults, aged'18‘and over. '
o A basic national %amp]e of youth, aged 12 to 17.

e Within the adult sample, probability procedures were used to
set selection rates, for younger adults, aged 18 to 34, at a
higher level than those for adults age 35 and older. This

~ was done in order to.provide a larger base of younger adults
for the study analysis, because of the'ir presumed higher
‘incidences of drug use. . : a

"Oversgihding" of younger adults was compensated for by appropriate weights
in th huter processing of . study results.so that total survey results
reflect ®Me actual distribution of the study population. ‘A detailed descrip-
%ion of)the weighting procedures is presented in a later_part of this section
p. 124). . : _ A _ : - g

Deve]opment of -the sample included 'the following sequence. of steps:
‘e Selection of a basic nationé] sample of 103 primary areas
(counties.or groups of counties) stratified by geographic re-
_gion, type'of community, and other population characteristics.

e Selection of 400 interviewing Tocations or secondary'areas’
(Census enumeration districts or block groups) for the national
sample.

e Field counts by trainéd interviewers to divide interviewing
locations into sample segments of 10 to 25 housing units.

e Selection of specific sémp]e segment in each interviewing
‘ location for field administration‘of the survey.

o : ‘ e



B ~ - € BN . | ‘ ‘ .
. o‘-Preﬂ1st1ng of housing unit addresses in al] sample segments
sglected for this study. ‘ w’ e ' ,
LI S ~ c o

o Selection of specific: housing unit addresses to be contact’ J o,
y . for the survey and an advance mailing of & 1etter urging .
: COoperat1on

s
'«
~

e Interviewer v1s1t to eagﬁ/sample household to obta1n l1st1ngs'
of res1dents in: elig1b1e age ranges “ 3 - S

e Random select1on, using a specific scheme ass1gned for each sam-
ple household, of persons to be interviewed. In any one house-
hold, the number of- persons. designated as part of the study
sample was none, one, or two, as will be exp]alned below.

Detail on each of‘these steps is prov1ded in the rema1nder of this sect1on
l : L]
Prunary Samp11ng Units C -

The area of cotermlnous United States was f1rst d1v1ded into approx1-
mately 1,140 primary samp11ng units, Each prlmary sampling unit is a

well- def1ned -geographic unit, usually a county or a group of counties,

with a minimum population of 50,000 in 1970. Primary sampling units
~ are of two deneral types: (1) metropolitan areas, or parts of metro-
¢t politan areas and- (2) nonmetropolltan areas.

Metropo]1tan areas: In most cases, primary sampling units that’ are
metropolitan areas are the same as Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (SMSA's) defined by the Buredl of the Census. In the Census def-
inition, each SMSA is a county or group of contlguous counties that
contains one c1ty with at least 50,000 inhabitants or more or "twin
cities" with a minimum combined populatvon of 50,000. In addition to
the county or counjties containing a central city or cities, contiguous
counties are included in an SMSA if, according to certain criteria, -
they are essentially metropolitan in character and are soc1a11y and
econom1cally integrated. with the central c1ty ,

g

In the Response Analysis sample, except10ns to the SMSA def1n1t10ns
were of three general types:
In Nevangland, SMSA's consist. of towns and citfies, rathenr
than counties. In the Response. Analys1s sample, we retained
the county as the basic level for formation of primary sam-
"pling units. Thus, our primary samp11ng units may include °*
all or part of two or more SMSA S. . v

Some SMSA's 1nc1ude count1es in two Census geographlc divi-
sions (e.g., the Cincinnati.SMSA consists of counties in
Ohio and Indiana in the East North Central Division and in-
Kentucky in the East South Central Division). 1In order to
maintain a strict stratification of primary dampling units
on Geographic Division basis, these SMSA's were dijvided into
two parts, correspondlng to the geographic d1v1s10na1 clas-
s1f1cat1ons .

v
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Seven very large metropolitan areas (New York, Boston, Phil-
adelphia, C cago, Petroit, Los Angeles, and San Frangisco) -
' were.suEdiv ed into two or more primary sampling units. = °
- Altogether, the seven SMSA's ‘comprise 20 Jprimary sampling
- ‘anits. . The objective of these subdivisibns was to create
~*  smaller)areas as more efficient field, gssignment units.

Norimetropolitan areas: Primary sampling units that are not metropoli-
tan areas consist of a county or a group of contiguous counties and
include a minimum 1970 population of 20,000, The minimum size condi-
tigh was intended to create PSU's of sufficient population size to
serve diverse survey needs, including sampling of special populationé,
over a long period of time. It is unlikely that we will be returning
to the same households -(except by design for specific studies) during
" the 10-year inter-Census period. - : : T

A number of criteria were used in combining-counties to form primary
sampling units to meet the minimum size requirement:

, . 1. “Whenever possible, a city or large town was the central
, : point for the PSU. - : '

2. Convenience, of travel to different parts of the PSU from
the central point. <

3. Heterogeneity of poputation cha::{teristics..

Stratification of primary sampling units

Thirty-eight large primary sampling units were included in the sample
as self-representing primary areas. These range in 1970 population
cize from 1.1 million to 3.3 million persons and include the 25 larg-
est SMSA's in the United States. ' : :
. - K4
ATl other primary sampling units were grouped into 65 strata, with an
average stratum population of approximately 2,000,000 persons in 1970.
Within- a stratum, primary sampling units are as much alike- as possibie
in terms of geography, metropolitan or nonmetropolitan areas, popula-
tion density, and other characteristics.. Actual criteria used in the
stratification and the®order of priority assigned to them were: =

L

, Geographic division (within a stratum, all PSU's are in the

e s nsus geographic’ division --.see list of states in the
‘Key Definitions section under the four regions: Northeast, North
Central, South, and West).. ‘ ‘
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Metropolitan or nonmetropolitan (with the exception of a few -
counties, strata consist entlcgly of-SMSA'S or entirely of -,

other counties). The few exceptions oclurred when an SMSA - . Vwm*

- wag partly in ecach of two geographic divisions, and one of

the parts was not large enough to meet the size criteria for l.ﬁ

a PSU. Further strattficatjon criteria for metropolitan and

nonmetropolitan areas -- - !
o SR T o L
For SMSA's: » . * For“other than SMSA's: g
¥ Sfze of the SMSA . =" Percent black (in . - &
, R o ~ the . South only) .%: -
Population densityd : S . it
: ' {

: : Population density ‘
-*Perc¢ent black (in o oo

the South only) Percent employed in- ' i, SRWi A
| | Lo manufacturing. ) . %
. Percent employed in . I
- manufacturing ' : ) PerCent of land,in
‘ ' farms

Population growth in
the 1960-1970 decade .

/

Seleetion of primary sampling units

.

One PSU was selected with probability proportronate tosize~ (preliml-
nary 1970 population count) from each of the 65 strata that included
two or more PSU's. The selected PSU's are primary areas in the
Response Analysis national sample. Together with the 38 self-repre-
senting PSU's, the basic RAC sample includes a total of 103 primary
areas. ' _

Secondary Sampl1ng Units

eSecondary sampllng units (SSU s) in the RAC sample are areas of approx-
‘imately 2,500 population in 1970. An SSU may be as small geographi -

cally as a block or two in a densely populated portion of a city or it
may be an entire county or even larger in a sparsely populated rural
area.

Secondary sampllng ‘units were deflned to be roughly equal in popula-
tion size so that they would best serve the needs of general popula-
tlon studies. SSU's remain in the national sample for the same length
of *time. : .

TR 115 ©




- Prior to defining spgdhdany saifip) $ng
¢ were. listed ip Whe following,q?ngnql order:
. , . WIng 0 .

4
o [

R Munig'ipa\{t}es of -10,000 of more in order by population size’

A
~ Places of 2,509 to 9,998 4in

Y 0

geog}aphic order within county

Y NS/ ' ;.
. Remainirg mjn j¥EAivision or census county divisions in-
N ' gcogr‘g fgrder: #ithin county o
B :

AN w
Vs fhat were selected ‘as part of the national sample)
JntPpairs” of secondasy sampling units =- i.e.,

_ﬁyﬁpulatiqnl The -pains of SSU's are intended to
nyffifent rotation of SSU's in 'the RAC sample. In
g, selected, for the RAC. sample .if pairs -- then. one
Selelited pair was selected as part of the.initial sam-
#aghér of the pair was available for’a Systematic
’”V;‘rﬁyﬁg - the sample. " Because each- unit of the pair came

e e

-~

iral® part of the listing, the two SSU's usually have

v E5m Laptdecgraphic Apcation and ‘city-size characteristics and are
' pfLERWithin the same municipality or are-rural sections of the same
# ﬂ“ ) . \ kT ,‘etc . :‘ 8 w:'d ‘ .
o A . ' |

'jﬁffg entire basic RAC samp[e,'the total number of secondary units
be selected was set at 600. This was -based om expected needs of
<er's of the sample for dispersion for regional studies, as well as

3%
fpr national studies. :

)

‘#" Selection of secondary sampling units

To determine the number: of SSU's to seléct, the primary area‘wés

divided into zones. For each prtmary area, the.zone siZe wag:

,[ﬁ]lﬁrihary areapopulatioi]

271s | Stratum population

[

where P =,Totéf‘1970 population (preliiminary)
S = Number of secondary sampling units to be selected = 600
'“2 . One zone was created for each 1/600 of the 19703popuTation. In self-
- representing primary arﬂas, the zone size was equal to ‘the 1/600 popu-

lation interval. In other than se]f-repfésenting areas, the zone was
adjusted proportionate to,the probability of selection of the primary
area. o ' '

_ 5

*In practice, :the typeé of.unitsvlisted depended somewhat'on the defail pro-
‘vided. in preliminary Census reports for 1970 from which the listings, were
made. o P o

[;Bi};( o - o : "1‘163 .'.. | . : k
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For each primary area, the first zone stdrted at the beginnihg &F- the
area listing for thal-primary area and continued for the first.z peo-
ple in the population listing. The séconl zone started at z+1 and con-
tinued to 2z people, and so on. [ncomplete zones at the end of the
primary area listings were cumulated within a geographit division unti)
the full zone size was reached.® Thus).some zones included portioss of
- . two-or more primary a;gas within the same, Census geographic division,
- Zones cumulated .in thid way ‘included similar population characteristics
to the extent that they were cumulated from "ends". of primary area’
* listings ond thus were primarily rural, areas. Each Census geographic
» divisfov {ncluded one incomplete zone at the end of the primary area
listingl C L o ‘
One secondary ‘sampling unit (actually a pair of’secqndary'sampling
, units) was selected from each zone by select'ing a random number within
. the zone interval and determining where it’fell within the cumulated
listing. The random number selected a Rreviously defined pair of sec-
ondary sampling units, ) .

" Secondary sampling units usually consist of & number of administrative
units useq in.the Census -- either enumeration districts (€D's) or
block groups (in areas for which block statistics are to be ‘published).
(Endmeration districts and block groups average approximately 800 per-

sons.) _ ) _ .

0f the total 600 secondary sampling units, 400 were selected for this -
study. . \ .
Segment and housing unit assignments. For the national sample, trained
interviewers previously were assigned to make rough field counts --
usually in segments of about 10 to 25 housing units -- to divide block -
groups and enumeration districts into administratively convenient sur-
vey units. Detailed maps, ifdstructions, and count sheets were provided
for these assignments. Segments were clearly defined geographic units

" bounded by streets, roads, streams, or other landmarks or by specific
starting and stopping addresses. ’

For this- study probability procedures were then used to select one or
more segments in each ‘interviewing location. ‘

S . .
Interviewers were then-assigned to do prelistings of housing unit ad-
dresses in each selected sample segment. . The prelistings provided
close central office control over selectioh of the final sample of
households and permitted the mailing of a létter in advance of the in-
terviewer visits to sample households. Of course, in certain areas
(primarily rural, "open country") specific street addresses-were un-
obtainable, and letters were nat sent. :

A

~

‘Primary areas were taken in the order in which they were numbered -- starting
with self-representing primary areas, then other metropolitan areas, then
nonmetropolitan areas. - : : o
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From these prelists of locatiany, 4 specific Final sample of housing
units was randomly selected in the Princeton survey office, “Lettery
wore addressed fo those sample households and matled a day or two he-
fore intervicwers received their as4 ignment s,

. . 14

Probability procedures used for the selecgion ofdgamplé areas, inter-.
viewing locations, segments, and housing tnits were such that for the
national sample each housing unit in ‘the cotermingus United Statas had
the same overall initial probability of selection, , )

)

Procedure Within Sample Housing Units -- the aqult_and the youth

sampTes™

A "face sheet" for each sample housing unit provided {he interviewer
" with a prescribed series of steps tor obtaining a listing of residents
“of the household, and the selection of respondents within eligible age
ranges 'was accomplished by multiple forms of the face sheet, (Exan-
ples of face sheets gre presented in Resource Book 1982; coples dre
on file with the National Institute on Druy Abuse). An adult’ sample
and a youth sample wore independently selected,

The adult sample. To accomplish the differential sampling of adults
age [8-34 and YT or older, houschold composition was ascertained, and
-f~"~~—»wmw»mheuseh04dsnwere—classified,jnto,thrce groups, with different selec-
. ‘ tion procedures for each group (scc below). " ‘
»

Household Compbsition So}ection Procedure
» . . .
“One or more persons 18-34; Snlection in 5/6 of households
- none 35 or older from 18-34 group,; no adult

selected in 1/6 of households

-

= : One or, more persons 18-34 ’ Selection in i/2 of households
< _4nd>Gne or inore persons . from 18-34 group; in 1/3 of
' ~ 35-or older households from 35 or older group; -

\ _ no adult selected in 1/6 of

- households

One or more persops 35 or Selection in 1/6 of households: .
older; no one under 35 from 35 or older group; no adult

selected in 5/6 of households
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It -there Qit oty one persan in, Lhe drsiqnalrd alull age group, that
Vopersan uv the i!c‘\lqnj[mj ajylt respondent. It (nwe woeie Twd OF imire

adults in the dye group selected for tnterview, each eligible ;kwwnq
Wi asiigned g nunhierd starting ui[h males from oldest to youiyest

then fwfmlv' fram oldest to youngest, A random awtber seléct fon (ablc
then indicatoed which of the adylts was to be lntarvlzuzd

oy
.

Probabitities of selection thus varied with the compasition of the .
household Tor difterent dge groups and with the aumber of resigents

within the Selocted age group, Weighting procedurgs were: used to Cuti- . .
Rensate for dJitterenies 10 selection raves 1n genergl, the wetghts

Wiy Hlvv!“‘.t“y propadrtionate to Lt probabititiey of su!cg{mn,' 7 '

The yx)um sanple. faterviewers alaa determined whether each hoysehald
incYuded apie o mone youny peaple tn the 12-17 age range,  Whether or
not an adull was idterviowsd, persony age J12-17 wpere 1sted on the

face sheet,  When there was «)nly ung Sych youth in the h()umh()fd that .
person Wit designiated as the youth respondent . When there wire mare
than one youth age 12217, numbers woere assigned (starting agatn witly
malan oldest ta youngest | then females aoldest to yoyngestl), and one
Lyouth was .mdumly destgnated to e tnlervicwed, 8y tn the Cane of the
adu It ..th

Ase g result of these combined wfult and youth sampling procedures,
there could be none, one . ar two interviews \ndicated for any a5-
Signed hoyschold, occureing 45 follows: . o e

None:  Ho youth 12-17
Adults presen!, but face sheel specities
no interview to be done ' .

One:  Adult selected, but no youth in houschold .
R .
Youth present and adult present, but face .
Csheet specifies no adult interview to be 9one : -

Two: Interview ane each of adult and youth

Sizes of subsamples in the 1982 Study as well as in earbier Surveys
are presented in the following table. N

*A discussion of the weighting proceduregfis presented in the follow-
1ng subsection of this chapter

- R S I
ERIC ‘

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Subivamiple S1ieg r‘r‘nga} ‘};uﬁa}r‘dr\;j!u gf vuyin'
- 2 Ik H "=
‘ e B
v ] L -
. 1971 1 197
Tufar youh - ' “hi 540 LR
*
1Y .
Male 43 313 44 i
fasile ) i 547 “io 162
Hace !
White ' 1 t it HUY
Blire and olher rades < 1Y t P17 134
Kegtan :
Koarthegst L L 194 RIS
Noelh Jentral 234 Ny 251 A
Saulh -3¢ izl 164 135
Ween . s 1014 1 15l
Punelal van {ens bty
Large Metropalilan SN Sl 34 e
Srall Metropolitan R Sy R 17
et eono 1t an RIE 104 EER) 154
TTonty werghtod bases were reported 1n the 1971 and 1977 reports,
, e it

study to dala froem 1971,
youlh population,

cases for each entry in the agtyal tables.
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Subivample %1ges Ahang Subyrogps of Touday Adylts® -
1976 1421 1979 1982
TUTAL YOUNG ADULTS. ‘ HiL 1500 2044 1283
Sen -
Male - awl o e 215 54
Fomale . 10l e oo w
, Hade: . »
Ahite ' ‘ 69 L2260 b7sl 1106
Hlaok and ulher eadey 194 2 9, 0 14
Ciddut ot fang
Kot nwigh ¢ hogl aduale 194 1% I
High schaol graduate P 15y 623
Attended ¢ollege 31749 613
f' L
Hegton:
X Nurtheant 17 292 o ahz 251
Sorth Central w4 AR 535 310
South 3049 M6 62 494
Aent . \7s 300 T 35 228
Population Densily:
Large Metropolitan 237 51T 647 374
' Small Metropolitan 344 536 4438 472

'’ Nonmetropolitan ! 301 483 949 437

*Several tables throughout this main report compare data from this 1982
study to data from 1976, 1977, and 1979 for subgroups of the young adult
sopulation. For the sake of clarity, we did not show the number of cases

} for each entry in the actua) tables. This information, the unweighted
numher of people in each subgroup, 1S presented in this table. The reader
may use these figures in determining the significance of group differen-
ces . (See Table 68).
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A TABLE 78
. Subsamp]e.Sjies Among Subgroups of Older Adults®
) . .o .- i ' ) Lo '. :
L . . S 1 2 3 4
T I 1976 1977 1979 1982
» S " . - T T L
".TOTAL OLDERADULTS . S 1708 . 1822 . 3015 2760
-0 Sex: A : | : T N
Male. - o S+ 68 7701298 1233 |
- Female S * 1080 - 1052, 1721 1527 .
;{Race” | | I Co _ ‘
~ White . 1412 - 1561 = 2609 2395
Black and other races . 231 . ~.259 398 362
Education: v, l _ | | o - b ;
Not.high school graduate - 475 .. -499 815 650
"High school graduate © .- 63t 659 1114 1011
‘Attended college .~ ." 515 - 656 . 1063 ' 1077
. Reglon. = v | o _! . - ' : _i
. ‘Northeast' S a3 - 39 733 - 628
. North Central . ~ ° 446 481 . 783 748
. Seath . 545 7 - 624 964 . 946
" West . 214 338 - 8% . 438 - -
- PopU]atjon.DenSth: ] | RN o | S
Large Metropolitan 603 - 613 98 840
“Small Metropolitan '~ - 553~ 600, 631 . 952
NOnmetrdpolitan. S f‘ o ”'SSZﬂ._. _609 T1416 968"

L

s - la' . - Y

*Several tables throughout”th1s main report.compare data from this 1982
study to data from 1976, 1977, and 1979 for 'subgroups of the older adult _
" population. For the sake of clar1ty, we did not show the number of cases
> for each entry in-the actual tables. This information, the unweighted .
number of people. in- each subgroup, is presented in this table.' The reader-
*may use these flgures in determ1n1ng the swgn1f1cance of group d1fferenu
| ces. (See Table 68)
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‘Weighting Procedures ‘» | T s

A | ] _ . ‘ . o
Weights are used in-the processing of survey results to compensate for differ-
ences in probabilities of.selection assigned ‘to various population subgroups
and to adjust for observed differences .in inter%iew completion rates. The .
"final weight" assigned to each respondent is the product of two sampling
weights and two adjustment factgrs, - . . :

. ) .
~A. Sampling Weights.  The product of the sampling weight factors represents
" The inverse of each respondent's relative chance -@# selection. . A separate:
weight factor is required for each step of the samp]ing\process]in which
differing prBbabilities of selection are used.  In-accordance with the
sampling plan, two such .weight factors were required: ’‘.. - . ﬁﬁh
o . i ‘ B ’r;

) 1. A weight factor compensatingbfor disproportionate oversampling of
- ~“younger persons. Within selected households, ‘selection rates ¢
; ‘varied for youth, adults aged 18-34, and adults aged 35 ahd older.
" As . described in the previous section, relative selection rates for
. two adult strata_depended upon household composition; these relative
rates and compensatory relative weights.are illustrated in Table 79.

‘2" A weight Factpr compensating-for selection of one person from the |
~ selected age group(s) -- regardless of the number of eligible
persons - in the household. "As previously described, at most one

youth and one adult were interviewed in each household included
Jn the sample. These select.ion rates and compensatory weights,
~_ which depend upon the number of persons in the selected age
2 group(s), are illustrated-in Table 80. - '

B. Adjustments. Two adjustment Factors were also employed in this study:’
et L S - A : o

‘ 1;f§%h adjustment factor compensating ‘for” differences in, completion
rates among interviewing locations. These weights were calculated
separately (a) for youth-and (b) for young adults, and older adults
combined. _ o . A - s t

b

2. An adjustment factor compensaggng for residual deviation of selected
demographic characteristics'?ggé, race, sex, region, and metropolitan
versus nonmetrdpolitan area of residence) of. the sqmp]e from parameter
data, based on the 1980 Census., These adjustments 'were interactively
prepared, i.e., were based on a single five-way table. - In order to

b " ’bagé the adjustment on the most recent data, a variety of sources (all
100% 1980 Census counts) were employed.* o ’

y e - . . . Q/
*UY.S. Bureau of the Census: o " "
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 917, issued July 1982.
1980 Census of Population and Housing. Advance Reports, Sqries PHC' 80-V.
'Unpub]ishedl"modif;jf counts" from the 1980 Census, printed 8/19/82if .o

''''' S

the institutional population, printed 1/27/81. 7,

“Unpublished data o

’

- ) r




After the Finqiladjustment was app]ied,'gample distributions were

125

_compared to Census distributions for each'of the demographic charac-.

teristics. The results showed simiJar,,if\not precisely matched,
~distributions. ‘ : ' B n

ce

o

125
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TABLE 79

Relative Weight Based on Select fon of Age Group Stratum
: 18 34 Stratum and 35+ Stratum :

. Adult household

Selection Relative

composition -~ Rate Weight

18-34 only 5/6 . 1.2

18-34 and 35 or older ... v ‘ )
Selected subgroup: - _ e _ ,

Persons 18-34 - ‘ ! "1/2 2

- Persons 35-or older . ' 1/3 .3

| 1/6 6.0

35 or older only

v

TABLE 80 -

Relative Weight Based on Selection Rate Within Age Subgroup®.

Number of persons J :
" in household in _ Selection . Relative
" selected subgroup Rate Weight
: e AN .
1l - -1 1
3 1/3 3.
4 1/4 4.

*Where age subgkoupé'were:
aged 35 and older. - '

et

. T o
i ’ oo
A : . ;‘_' . ¢
! N EAx
P . 2l s
a . . .
-

Youth aged 12-17,

'

v

védqjts aged 18-34, and adults
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KEY DEFINITIONS 1982 SURVEY

-«

This section is d05|gned to acquaint “the reader with definitlons used in re-
porting 1982 data, 1nc1uding definitions of substances, definitions of cate-

-~ gories used in tables and other frequently used terms. Also included is in-
formation on table reading (e.g., "round1ng," "percent sign," and so forth.)
(For dcftnzttona used in earlter survey yearg sce the beZowtng gection, Key
Defintttons 1971-1979.) ~

~Alcohol - . ". . .beer, wine and liquor, like wh1skey or gin."
! Responses to a]cohol quest1ons were ‘marked on a private
answer sheet. o

~ Analgesics y Respondents were told that this pi]l,class incTudes pain-
Ty kitlingTpills that;-unlike aspirin, are.usually.available
! only with a doctor‘s prescription. Respondents were also
'~ shown the pill card of analge51c pl]]S that appears at the
~end of this volume.

NOTE: See definitions of Med1ca1 and Nonmedical Exper1ence
w1th Psychotherapeut1c Orugs.

Answer Sheets Answer sheets were used to ensure pr1vacy of response for
- questions on alcohol, mar1Juana cocaine, hallucinogens, -

and heroin, as well. as for questions on the nonmedical use
of psychotherapeutlcs These forms were filled out by the
respondent while the interviewer read the questions aloud.
On certain later answer.sheets, interviewers used: their
judgement on whether or not_to offer respondents the option
of reading silently and f1111ng the sheets out entirely

. .on the1r own.

Any Nonmedical Use- The use of pills in one or more of the four psychothera-
- » peutic drug categories (that is, sedatives, tranquilizers,
stimulants, and/or analgesics) for any nonmed1ca1 purpose.

NOTE: See def1n1t1ons of Medical and ‘Nonmedical Exper1ence
with Psychotherapeutlc Drugs.- ,

Bases ", The bases shown in parentheses in the tab]es are the
actual numbers of respondents in each category. These: ¢
bases should be used when estimating the statistical sig-
nificance of percentage differences. (Percentages are
based on weighted data.) ’

o : ¢
Black and Those individuals who stated that they were Black, Ameri-.
Other Races can Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian or Pacific Islander,

- ' or who volunteered Black/Hispanic or some other combination.
Cigarettes ' ' L1fet1me prevalence is based on the question, “About how

old -were you whénh you first tried a cigarette?" Current
use is defined as smoked in past 30 days;_in the 1982 sur-
vey, al] respondents were asked about current use.




“Confidence Limits

Current DOrinker

Current Smoker

Current Use

"~ Ever US‘éd'“”myfﬂ_

First Use in
Past Year

]

Hal]ucinogéns

‘Large Metro-
politan i

3

Yy

.

Less Than 0.5%

Lifetime
Patterns

Lifetime

Prevalence
(Ever Used)

L

129°

The upper and lower limits as stated in this report define
the interval within which one can be 95% certain that the
population value lies; i.e., if the procedure were followed
in all possible samples, the statement that the population
value lies in the confidence interval would be correct 95
times o?t‘of.loo. (See the Methods chapter for further
detail, : Cs

Reported use of alcohol dur?ng”the month prior to inter-
view. , .

Reported use bf cigarettes during the month prior to

interview.

See: Use in Past Month.

158

2N

See:  Lifetime Prevalence.

- Respondents who reported using the drug in question for

the first time during year prior to interview. iy

NOTE: Percentages of "new users” (i.e., those.who "first
. used -in past year”) are based on the entire age
group. This is not a conventional incidence
measure. -

JL§D and other ha]]ucinogé%s, such.ésfPCP or Phencycli-
dine, Mescaline, Peyote, Psilocybin, DMT."

Includes Standard Metfbpolitan Statistical Areas (SMSAs)
with population of 1,000,000 or more in 1970. Large Met-
ropolitan areas include central :cities and surrounding
areas as defined by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. Other
density areas defined \in this .section are: Small Metro-
po]itan and Nonmetropolitan. S

Percents that aredless than one-half of one percent are
Shown as an asterisk on all tables; i.e., on tables with
percents orted to the nearest tenth as well as on

~ tables with percents reported to the nearest whole number.

A respondentré experience with a particular drug (or drdgé)-

summarized across his or her llfetlme Por example, life-
time frequency refers to the total humber of times a re-
spondent has used a particular drug, over the course of.

- his or her life. , R -

AS

Percent who ever used; i.e., has used the drug one or
more times 'in lifetime. . S

123

i
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‘o
Main Source Indicates the question(s) from the 1982 survey instrument
that are the primary source used to calculate a particular .
percentage. The open interview questigns are referred to
by their number (c.g., Question 6). The answer gheet
questions are referred to by the first lettar(s) of the
answer sheet heading, followed by the specific question
number (e.g., M-5 means Marijuana Answer sheet, question
5). Where possible, supplementary informat ion was ysed to
classify cases that were coded as "“pot sure" on the%nain
source question. For example, M-5 is-the main source for
- Table 16 on recency ‘of marijuana use. For persons who
. were "not sure® when their most recent marijuana use
occurred,, supplementary information was derived from
question M-6 (days_ used in past month) and question Fl-
Marijuana (whether respondent first used during the past

e ey , T e
Marijuana : "Marijuana and Hashish"
Medical Experi¢hice Use of one or more of the .four psychotherapeutic drug
with Psychofrera-  categories -- s datives, tranquilizers, stimulants, anal-
peutic Orugs . gesics -- prescribed for respondent by a doctor. All re-

spondents were asked about their medical experience with
»psychotherapeutic drugs in the 1982 Survey.

New Users ~ Refers to,tﬁé-peréen@age of persons who first used a par-
' S ticular substance during year prior to interview. (See
First Use in Past Year.) - : '

Nonmedical Experi- Use of a pill or other drug(s) from any of the four.psy-
ence with Psycho-  chotherapeutic drug categories in order to get high or to
Therapeutic Drugs enjoy the feeling or just for kicks or curiosity or for

| an other “nonmedical purpose. The ‘four categories are
sedatives, tranquilizers, stimulants and analgesics.

In tﬁ% 1982 survey, private answer sheets were used to re- -
. ‘ cord answers to.questions on nonmedical use of psycho-
' therapeutics. This was the first survey in which answer
sheets were used for this type of drug use. '
- Nonmetropolitan Includes a sample of those areas that were not part of a
‘ Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area as of 1970, accord-
ing t standards set by the U.S. Burgﬂu of the Census;
in gederal, this includes smaller co unities, rural non-
farm areas, and rural farm areas.- Other, density areas de-
fined in this section are: Large Metropolitan a d Small
Metropolitan. ‘ : ’ ?

North Central Census classifications of East North Central states (Ini-"
: nois, Indiana; Michigan, Ohio,”Wisconsin) and West North

_ Central states (lowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,

* North Dakota, South Dakota).

-

154
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Northeast

L T ]

Not Past Month
User

Not Past Year

Now a Full-Time

.recent use could not be identified, - il

College Student.

Older Adults

Past Month,
ast Year Use

Percents

) | 131
4

Consus classifications of New England states (Connecticut,
Maines, Massachusetts, New lampshire, Rhode Istand, Vermont)
and Middle Atlantic States (New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl- -
vania), .~ : :

This category, which is incl 1 in the "Patterns of Use"

_tables (for days used in pfst month), includes persons

whose most recent use occurred more than a month ago as
well as a small number of respondents who were coded as #
"not sure" whether most recent use occurred within the

- past month, . _

This category includes those whose most recent use occurred
"nore than a year ago" and those for whom time of most

See aISO'"Ose in Past Year."

" "Now a Full-Time College Student" is defined by a."yes"

response to the -question, "Are you a student vr taking any
courses this year in a college or other kind of school?";
and a "college" or “community college" response to the
question, "Is that a college or a vocational school, or
what?"; and a “"full-time" response to the question, "Are
you a full-time student or a part-time student?”

NOTE: .These data have been‘compiled only for youhgladults.

This catego}y includes persons age 26 and older. For
other. age groups see: ‘Youth and Young Adults.

See:. Use in Past Month, Use in Past Year.

A1l percents. are based On weighted data. Percents are
shown to the nearest tenth when the data pertain to one of

- the three major age groups-in our sample, i.e., Youth,

Young Adults, or Dlder Adults. This practice was initi-
ated because some of -the drug use figures are so small
(e.g., heroin) that rounding the percents can contribute to
the distortion of the data. However, we do not mean to
imply that percents expressed to’the nearest tenth have
any more precision than they would have if rounded to a
whole Yumber. ~ : :

. , .
When the data pertain to smaller subgroups (e.g., youth -in
the Northeast) the percents are rounded to the nearest
whole number. In some dases, an excegtion is made for
two "older adult" age groups with large n's: 26 to 34 and
35 and older. N '
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Percent \\Qn

BT EIES pa r

Population
Densitx “‘

Race

Recency of Use

1f there is a "%" sign next 1o the first figure in a colymn
hut not the other ngms in that column, then the column
redtds down and adds to 100%, unless otherwise explained,

If there is a "%" sign next to the first figure in a row

but not the other figures in that row, then the row reads

across ond adds to 100%, unless otherwise explained. [f
there is a "X" sign next to each fiqure in the body of
a table, it means that the table is a composite and is
made up of a number of partial tables; rows and columns do
not add to 100%. ‘

Population density is grouped in three major categories --
Large Metropolitan“;mal! Metropolitan, and Nonmetropoli-
tan, {See separate definitions of each of these terms.)
Population density of an area is determined according to
Stdﬂdﬂldﬂ sotoby the U.S, Buregu of the Census as_of 1970,

-Race is grouped in two categories: “White" and "8lack and

other races." See definitions of these terms for further
information pertdining to 1nclufion of specific races and
ethnic groups.

"Most. recent time used." The categories of recenqy are:
"past month," "past year, not past month," and "ndt past
year."  See definitions for specific categories * 4Yse in

. Past Month“ and ”Not Past Year." See also "Use in Past

‘RegiOn

Repercentaging -

Rounding '

Sedatives

Year."

Region is grouped in four categories: Northeast, Nor,th
Central, South Nest. See definitions of these terms.
Percentages are derived from weighted data. The bases
shown in parentheses in the tables are the actual numbers
of respondents in each category. Therefore, it is not
possible to repercentage or combine subgroups.

. In very few cases is a weighted percentage exactly X.50%;
“in almost all cases, the unrounded percentage wi be

slightly higher (e.q., X.50001) and therefore is rounded -
up or will be slightly lower (e.g., X.498789) and there-
fore is rourided down. When computer printouts showed

(rounded) results of X.50%, the calculation was performed

by hand to determine whether the unrounded percentage fell
above .5 or below .5.

The tables sometimes add to 99% or 101% when they should
add to 100%. Similarly, tables shown to: ofe decimal
place sometimes add to 99.9% or 100.1% instead of 100%.

~ These discrepancies are due to the rounding of percents

(See also definition of Percents )

Barbiturates and other sedatives (often referred to as
.sleeping pills). Respondents were told that: "Doctors

somet imes prescribe these jpills to help people goito sleep
or to help them calm down during the day or for some other
medical purpose.” Respondents were shown the pill card of
sedatwve pills that appears at the end of thvs volume.

13z . g
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KOTE:  See definitions of Medical and Nommedical Experience
with Psychutherapeutic firugs,

Significance S Un gl b trend tables, the level of sigaificance for the
R change between 1979 and 1982 is noted as follows: 559
significant at 001 level; 5S: significant at 0T level;
S: significant at .05 level; §: significant at the .10
level; NS not o significant, §: significance tests were -
not performed on these sybstances, Observed differences
may be due to, anong others: (1) change in true preva-
tence; (2) change in operational definition; and (1)
~variation due to seasonality,
-
Small Metrgpolitan lncludes 3 susple of those Standard -Metropelitan Statisti. .
ST T cal Areas under 1,000,000 tn poputation in 1970, Other
+ density areas defined in this section are: Large Metro-
politan and Nonmetropolitan,

South Consus classifications of South Atlantic states (Delaware,

o ' : District of Columhia, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, North
Caroling, South Carolina, Virginiy, West Virginia) East
South Central states (Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi, Ten-
nessee), and West South Central states (Arkansas, Louisi-
ana, Oklahoma, Texas). ’

Stimulants . Anphetamines or other stimulants. Respondents were told
—" that these pills are sometimes used to help people lose
weight and that \pey are usually available only with a
doctor's prescriplion. Respondents were also shown the
pill card of stimdlant pills that appears at the aad of
> this volume, .

NOTE: See definitions of Medical and Nonmedical Experience

with Psychotherapeutic Orugs.

Tranguilizers Respondents were told that the tranquilizer pill class in-
cludes pills that are usually available only with a doc-
tor's prescription and are prescribed to help people calm
down or to relax their muscles, etc. Respondents were
also shown the pill card of tranquilizer pills that 1
appears at the end of this volume. .

. ‘ NOTE: See definitions of Medical and Nonmedical Experlence

with Psychotherapeutuc Drugs \\\
Use in Past Month RLspondent reports use wwth:n.the mont (30'days) prior to
(Current Use}  the interview date, - N

-".
< R d
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Use i Past vear

H(‘ Wl

\

White
Young Adults

Yoruth

lw

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Nuapuudcnf Fejports up*._e gite of ware Uhmdy dyv 1ag year priur,
to interyilew date. Ing lydes persans sepurting that their
mast recenl yse giCurred T Lhe pst annth o past yeadr,
as well 2y thase persons who (Lhough Categurized ad “datl
syre® of time of most receal uyse) 1ngi€ated thal theis
first yse of the druy ofcurred during the past year, (o
most druy classes, Firgt use during past year can be ile -
termined from !heﬁ“tira! use™ gnswer sheet ) for olher drug
classes, from a comparison of curreal dge 36d age at fiest
une ) "

Censys classifications of Mountain states {Arizons, Colo-
rada, hiaho, Montana, Nevady, Kew Mevico, Ut sh, Wyoaiag),

and Pacifio states (Caltifornty, Uregan gj""',’ \mj!un) .

Those tndividuals who chose the cdtegary Bhile or His-
pantc 4y the category that hest Jescribed Thom,

his cateqory inc Judi per aony aje 13 1o 2 years. far
ather age groups see: FTouth and Ulder Adults,

Thy category tnc ludes persons, age 14 to L yeary, . Hor
ather gg¢ graups see: Young Adultts and Ulder Adulls,

134
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Al nl

gl

(i oo

Erper

AR B
“dtey

g

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Uiy

1vard, lylta, 1974

1 T g

figte

R
F s B 4

1R

KOTE:

REY OCr IRETIONS 194 - 14 by . ;

“Alitohul e boverdges - heer  wide, aind whiihey,
g, other “hard’ liguors ~

~atcunhol jhud
uhi:hﬁy‘ '3 4ﬁj[hing elic to drink wilh atcohal in
it - '

ficeot ages - - licer , wihco,

Tiby (ocktalls orf high-
sIratght shols ™

“Hoeer , witic, hard ilq\;a.;.:

Balls, wr un Uhe rodks, of

the 192% Questions ui alvohol are aut cosparalile
wilh egr fier yedrs hedagie 3 ficw vperalianal defin.
1560 was employed in 1979, The eeiponies 1o the
1959 gloohal Quézziunk wete marhed an a private)
,1!1;.:*!' Chee twﬂh:gt than Lictag spusen to the talef -
Hewee Tas ia YA, TUTG, 197F, 3 19770 ThE AcW
Jes i wan dnplementeyd 1o f\l‘\; pray hle fodfandent
Teabatag o The dfssetr sheel pr aCeduyre prigr L ity
PPiicst wubstances, and () provide tHe
sase comditians of privacy far This diyy a5 fhr, the
EERE it g, '

uLe fo

(TP R IVE A 1 5 R 8- ot i lavgre.

/
e e dol Sut sy gt et ibe Yhewe pitle tof relteve
the mecdical guen, people somes

pain. Byl Lesiden U
timen Take Thone il thetr omn f0 ey how thoey
wl b aiE dyet T feed "
TSl Drne dedtlebtduats whis o wtate Thal Inelr Fanily
gr tygtn i Aaterigdan Pedtan, Alanean native, Asian,
Biace, Facbtie atander, ar some other ¢ ade {alhes
thitn whilel .

~ ~.
17 Ty drndig bdgale Lfuine ey 173!1 baceygrogrd,

srcording Ty interyiewer obnergdlian, g delermineg
American edtan, blach, Urtental, or sose

gther race {other than whiilel,

s e

gl IThose imdividuals whone calegory, aCOrding
ta inlervieace ohieryvation, s determined o be
Negra, Fuerlu ican ar gther Lst%n Anerican, yroup,
e Aoehe Gther Cyleqory {other thys whitlel,

!

2

Bue to recent chdnges n Federsl reporting oplions
for race and othnicity as well as(frequent changes
fn the sdatnistration and content UF jsuch ilems aver
Lime, Higpanics have appeared in taa racial cate-
gorfes {"wnjte® and “8lack and other races™). In
1979, Hispanics wore included 1n the “While” cate-
gary, in 1977, they appeared in one or the other
categary dependiog oa Row they ident1ficyg thems
selyes: in 1976 and 1579, They were ingluded ia cne
ar the other gategory dupending oa how the “inter-
¢ tower ddentafied !?1["?'.‘.“.jﬂli 1 1971 and 1Q7m‘

)

13¢
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H1span1cs appeared in the "Black “and’ other races".
o category .
_»Cigarettes' - 1979: L1fet1me prevalence was based on the question,
o o ' "About how old were you when you first tried a cig-

_ arette?" Current use was defined as smoked in past.
o . 30 days; only those respondents who had smoked
- many 35 five packs of cigarettes during theiF 11fe€

"t1mes were. asked’ about current use.

1977 1976, 1974: Lifet ime preva]ence was based on the
quest1on "Have you ever smoked c1garettes?" Cur-
rent use was defined as smoked within past month;
all respondents were asked about current use.

1972: No data prov1ded on lifetime prevalence. Current
8 use defined as-smoke at "the present t1me“ all re- :
N spondents asked about current use. R

1971: No data prov1ded agn lifetime preva]ence Current
) ; - B use defined as smoke at "the present time"; only o
S . those respondents who “ever smoked" were asked about i
' current use. ' ; .

'NOTE:" The 1979 quest1ons on recency of c1garette use are
. - not comparable with other years because a different
' operat1ona1 definition was employed in 1979, i.e.,
in 1979, only those who had smoked' five or more
packs n the1r 11fet1me “were asked about recency of
‘use. .

LW

o

Current Drinker _1979,;1977 1976 1974'. Drank in past month "
SRR . 1972: Drank in past seven days R ,

NOTE: The 1979 quest1ons on alcohol are not- comparable
- with earlier years because a.new operational defi-
‘nition was employed. in 1979. -The responses to the
: '1979 alcohol questions were marked on a priyate
- ~answer sheet. rather than being spoken to the inter-
. viewer as ‘in 1977, 1976, 1974, and 1972. The new -
~ design was 1mp1emented to (1) provide’ resp0ndent
training on the answer sheet procedure prior to its
use for ilkticit substances, and (2) provide the
“same conditions Of privacy for this drug as for the
’ 1111c1t drugs thus encouraging full. d1sclosure R

‘Current Smoker - . "1979 ‘ Smoked in past thirty days, and ‘have smoked .ag manyt
' - 'f as .five packs of c1garettes during the1r 11fet1mes ,
_ 1977 1976 11974:  Smoked within- past month. et

1972 1971 Smoke at "the present t1me " ,
.ﬂ NOTE:  The 1979 questions on c1garettescare not comparable

R ST - with other years because a different, operat1ona1 i
‘. o def1n1t1on was employed in 1979. A
F1rst Use in Past 1979 1977 1976 '1974: Respondents. who' report us1ng drug -
Year o - X" for . the first time dur1ng the past year. The <
N _" - - percentage of new users is cdlculated on a base B

that 1nc1udes al] respondents in the age group.
NOTE. This is not a convent1ona1 1nc1dence measure.
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' Hallucinogens = .~ 1979: "LSD and other Hallucinogens-sdch as phencyclidine

or PCP, mescaline, peyote, psitocybin, DMT." "Data”
o for PCP are included within general data on hallu-
I - cinogens and -also provided separately.

1977, 1976: “LSD and other hallucingaens.]ike'mescalfhe,
: peyote, psilocybinw and DMT¢" Separate data are
provided- for PCP. " ». 7 \ . -
1974: "LSD or other haklucinogens." P '
¢g1972: "LSD or something Tike it, such as mescaline, psilo:
' cybin, MSA, STP." i L B

Marijuana - ©1979: " “"Marijuana and'(or)'hashish."‘ 3 ,
o NOTE: Although the data pertain to use of either
: of these substances, our experience in ‘

earlier surveys indicates that most respon-
dents who report using hashish have also

: used marijuana. , . o

1977, 1976, 1974; 1972; 1971: Data reported are for mari-
juana only. S o o ' '

- .

o

Nonmedical " _From 1972 through 1979, questions on nonmedical use’were
Experience with asked in the '"open' interview" (answer aloud) fashion.-
- Psychotherapeutic - ' B - g S
Drugs ' 1979, 1977, 1976, 1974: A Myes" or "not sure" response to
' ) ' any one tor -more). of the following three items:
"(1) Did you ever take any of -these kinds of pills

just ‘to, see what it.was like and how it would work?,f _

(2) Did you -ever take any of these kinds of pills
just to enjoy the feeling they give you? (3) Did
you ever take any of these pills for some other

qonmedica1 reason, and not because you needed 1t?"

'NOTE: 1In 1977 only, gubstions about nonmedical ex- -
.~ perience were assigned to arandom half of
“the households in which interviews were con-
_ . - ducted. . L
1972: A "yes" response to any one (or more) of the fol-
) lowing five items: “(1) Have -you ever taken these
pills to help you get along with your family or .
" other people? *(2) Have you ever taken any of these
pills to help you get ready for some big event, or
' : ~* help you accomplish something? (3) Did you ever
- ~ .take.any-of these kinds,of pills'just to see what
: ‘$)> . " it was like and how -it would work?. (4) Have you
“‘ever taken apy of these pills before going out, SO

. that you, could enjoy yourself ﬁore with other peo- . -

~.‘ple? (5) Did you ever take these kinds of pills

~ Just to enjoy the feeling they gige you?"

R




o
" Now a;Fhll-Time
College Student

v

- Sedatives

(Nonmedicat. |

. Experience

1977 1976 1974:

-~

1972:

Stimulants ‘
(Nonmedical R
Experience) ST R
—_— Eid:

1977 1976, 1974:

1979, 1977,.1976:

~and a "full-time" response’-to the quest1on

" NOTE :-

1979:

‘a better night's sleep.

i979:

"NOTE :

. 1972

a o 139,
’"Now a Full-Time Co]lege Student" is de-
flned by a "yes" response to the question, "Are you
a student or taking any courses this year in a col-
lege or other kind of school?"; and a "college" or
“community college" response to the question, "Is .
that a college or-a vocational school, or what?" LR
"Are you - .
_—TUII time student or a part-time student?" i

These' data have been compiled only for Young ,~
Adults. 3 , | ’

"TheSe pills are barbiturates and other sedatives.

-Sometimes doctors prescribe these pills to calm peo- .

ple down during the day or to help them'sleep at
night. 'But besides the medical uses, people some-
times take these pills on their own, to he]p them -
relax, or just to feel good."

"Doctors sometimes prescribe these to 7
he]p relax during the day ‘and to get .a better
night's sleep. People also use these on their own,
to help relax and just to feel good. ‘These are bar-
biturates or sedatives and are sometimes called
'downs ' ‘or 'downers.‘"

NOTE: In 1977 only, - quest1ohs about sedatives ‘were
! assigned -to a random half of the households
in which interviews were conducted.

"Doctors prescr]be these to help relax and to get
People also use these on

their own -- to help relax and just to feel good.
These are barbiturates and are sometimes cal]ed
"downs' “'downers.,'" ‘

"These p1lls are amphetamines and other stimulants.
Doctors somet imes prescribe these for losing we1ght
But besides medical.uses, pegple sometimes take them"
on their own to make them feel more wide- awake

peppy, and alert."

"Doctors somet imes prescribe these for
los1ng weight & People. also use them on their own
to make them feel more w1de awake, peppy, or alert
They are sometimes called ‘'ups' or 'uppers,'
'speed, ' or 'bennies.'" R

In 1977 only,'qoestions about stimulants
. were assigned to a random half of the house-
holds in which interviews were conducted.

"Doctors prescr1be these mostly for losing weight,
and sometimes to give people more energy. People

B also. use these.on their own, just to feel good

They. are also called.. p

These are amphetamines.
‘bennles o

or ‘'uppers,' ‘'speed,'

L 18
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Tranquilizers—: - 1979: “These pills are tranquilizers. Doctors somet imes
(ﬂgnmedical . .+ prescribe them to calm people down, gquiet their
Experience] . nerves, or relax their muscles. But besides the

P " medical uses, people sometimes take these pills on
their own to help them relax, or just to feel
good."

_ . 1977, 1976, 1974: "Doctors sometimes prescribe these 3o
P ' calm people down, or quiet their nerves, or relax
their muscles. People .also take them on their own .
to make them feel better. These are tranquilizers."

«w”f”i" _ - © NOTE: 'In 1977 only, questions about tranquilizers
o - were assigned to a random Half of the house-
g _ holds in whigh interviews were conducted.

{ . 1972: “"These help-people to calm down and to quiet their

_ : " nerves. Doctors prestribe_them. . People also take
. them on their own to make them feel better. These
are tranquilizers.," o : o

Use in Past Month. 1979, 1977, 1976;  Reports use within "past weék," “past "

TCurrent Use) : month," or one or more days within the past 30 days.f

1974: Has used within past month.:

. 1972, 1971: Marijuana only -- self-designated current

' users who report usage "once a month or less," as

' + - well ‘as those who report more frequent use. Other
drugs -- has used with¥h past month.. :

White - 1979: - Those individuals who statg that their family ori-
: L - gin is white or that they”are of Spanish-American
f . . corigin. /- : .
1977: Those individuals who state that their f;;?\<\fijgin
. - is white. o : —
‘ 1976, 1974, 1972, 1971: Those individuals whose racial

background, according to interviewer observation, .
is determined to be white. -

« NOTE:" Due to recent changes in Federal reporting options
" for race and ethnicity, as well as: frequent changes
in the administration and content of 'such items
over time, Hispanics have appeared in both racial
categories ("White" and “Black.and other races").
In 1979, Hispanics were included in the "WhiteA,
category; in 1977, they appeared in one or.kﬁgﬁ%\\\
. other category depending on how they jdentified
themselves: in 1976 and 1974, they were included: in
- B v one or the other category depending on how the in-
), ‘ , terviewer identified them; ‘and in 1971 and 1972,
: alT Aispanics appeared in the "Black and other
- races" category. ’

-
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ALCOHOL

¢

ANSWER SHEET H1

About how old. were you the first |

If you-used-alcohol -during the -

| A-3..
time you had a glass of heer or past 30 days, on how many difﬁ
~ wine or a drink with liquor, such ‘ferent days did you have one.or
as whiskey, gin, scotch, etc.? more drinks?
: Number of days: 508~
(A 506 X NEVER USED IT 509 .
- X NEVER USED .IT — _ :
‘ A-4. On those occasions when you have
When was the most recent time that a drink, do you usually drink

you had a drink?

1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH (30 DAYS)

‘2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS
(BUT _MORE THAN A MONTH AGO)

3 SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO .
4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGD 507
8 NOT SURE

beer, wine, or liquor -- or a
- combination of these?. '

1 BEER N
2 WINE 510
3 LIQUOR
4 COMBINATION OF THESE/IT
VARIES

X NEVER USED IT

X NEVER USED IT

PLEASE GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

~

-

THANK YOU

THIS ANSWER SHEET GOES INSTHE ENVELOPE

B

ap .
< -
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| ANSWER SHEET #2
MARIJUANA AND 'HASHISH
M-1. About how old were you when you. M-5. When was the most recent time
first Knew someone who had tried --——that-you- used-mar{§uana or hash? |-
marijuana or hashish? ' N
. 511~ 1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH 518
Age: - o12 " (30 DAYS) . -
X NEVER KNEW ANYONE NHO TRIED IT 2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS
> (BUT MORE THAN A MONTH AGO)
M-2. About how o1d were yoquhen you ' ‘ - y o
first had a chance to try pari- 3 SKX MONTHS TO AsYEAR AGO
Juana or.hash 1f you wanted to? 4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO
‘ 513~ A
Age: i _ X NEVER USED IT |
X NEVER HAD A CHANCE TO TRY M-6. During the past 30 days, on how
. - - . many different days did you use
M-3. About how old were you the first - ‘marijuana or hash?
time you actually USed mari juana _ 519-
or hash? Number of days: 520
515~ X NEVER USED IT .
, Age:_____, 816 |, | VER (5ED | - =
X NEVER USED IT ' ‘| M=7. . During-the past ‘30 days, ahout
' how many marijuana cigarettes
'M-4. About how many times in your life- (joints, reefers) did you smoke7
time have you used marijuana or -
hash? 1 LESS THAN 1 A DAY
A 2 1 A DAY '
-1 1 0R 2 TIMES 3 2-3 A DAY 521
.2 3 TO 10 TIMES 4 4-6 A DAY
. 3 11 TO 99 TIMES 517 . 5 7-10 A DAY
4 100 OR MORE TIMES 6 11 OR MORE A DAY .
X NEVER USED-IT 7 NONE. IN PAST 30 DAYS |
— . X NEVER USED IT
. _PLE'AS_E' GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN - . ‘Not counting the past 30 days,

was there ever a time when you
used marijuana or hash almost
“every day for a month?

1 YES
2 NO
3 NOT SURE

X NEVER USED IT

522

143

PLEASE TURN ANSWER SHEET OVER




‘ . N ANSWER SHEET #3
Continued

" MARIJUANA AND\HASHISH "

' | U
| M-9. - On the occasions you have used marijuana or hash, about how often did you havé
an alcohol drink argund the sam time? - . ,

S 1 USUALLY
2 ABOUT HALF THE TIME |
3 OCCASTONALLY ' o | | . 523
4 RARELY ) -
§ NEVER ; |
X NEVER USED MARIJUANA/HASH =~ S | ?

~ | " THANK YOU

THIS ANSWE’R)SHEET GOES IN THE ENVELOPE

o4 -
2 {

¢




| ANSWER SHEET 43

 SEDATIVES (NONMEDICAL USE)
.-./ o

o

§-1. Put a checkmark next to each pil §-2. Put a checkmark next to each pill
' you ever took for kicks or to get , you took during the past month
?‘ high -- or for any other ponmed{- ‘ §30 days) for kicks or to get
: cal reason: : gh -~ or for any other nonmedi-

. ' cal reason:
524 _QUAALUDES___  sss
525 ___ SECONAL ___ 53
s26 TUINAL*ﬁ__ 537

s22 __PLACIDYL__ s8 = /
s28 *__/ SOPOR __ 539
s29° __ _NEMBUTAL___ s |

B |

‘530;531 (Pl »#)__,OTHE'R PILLS ON___(pil1 #) 541-542
532-533 (Pﬂj_#)_;SEDA.TIVES CARD____(Pi11 #)  543-544

"X NEVER TOOK SEDATIVES TO GET . , - Y NO USE IN PAST MONTH -~ 545 .

53¢ . HIGH OR FOR ANOTHER NONMEDI- X .NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH
REASON « ) , !
$-3. About how old were you the first . | S-5. When was the most %ecenﬁ_ﬁime you
time you: took a’ysedative to get ' .+ took a sedative to get high?
igh or for any 6thér nonmedical o
réason? . " 546 .1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH 549
T o b | - (30 DAYS) . '
Age: | 2 WITHIN THE PAST SEX MONTHS
X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH B (BUT OVER 30 DAYS AGO)

S-4. About how many times in your 1ife- 3_ SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO

. time have you taken sedatives ta,“ ' . 4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO »
get high? e : X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH
]2 ]30$02181¥53ES ‘ 548"" S-6. During thé past 30'day$, on how
3 11 T 99 TIMES : : many days did you take sedatives | .
‘ v o . to get %igh?' ' '
4 100 OR MORE TIMES | . : - 550-
X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH | ‘Number of days : 551

X NEVER TOOK- ANY TO GET HIGH

prAsg GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN, ﬁg —
. - PLEASE TURN ANSWER SHEET OVER ’

145




SEDATIVES * (NONMEDICAL USE ONLY)

ANSWER SHEET #3
Continuad

a

S-7. Thinking back over theltimeé ¥hu
took these pills for nonmedical
purposes, were the piTTs you took

ever prescribed for you by a doc-

tor -- or did you always get them

some other way?

L . ‘

1 PRESCRIBED BY DOCTOR FOR ME
"AT LEAST ONCE

2 ALWAYS GOT THEM SOME OTHER
WAY

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

562

S-8. 4Did you ever take one these
pills and also use marijuanaon
the same occasfon? .

1

Voves 553
. 2 NO, NEVER ON THE SAME OCCASION
3 NEVER TRIED MARIJUANA

X NEVER TOOK SEDATIVES TO GET
HIGH -

PLEASE“GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

$-9. Was there ever a time when you
g found that you needed to take

more of these piTis 1n order to
get the same effect or "high"?

1 YES, I NEEDED MORE PILLS

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

§-10. Sti11 talking about nonmedical

use, was there ever a time when
you found it hard to stop taking
. .these pills or had trouble cut-

ting down?

1 YES 555

. 2 NO, NEVER HAD TROUSLE/NEVER
TRIED TO CUT DOWN \

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

People who have trouble cutting
down on their own often go to a
doctor or a clergyman or a coun-
selor -- or to some other pro-
fessional. How about you? 0id
you ever get professional help
of this kind or haven't you done
that? )

 s-11.

1 YES ‘ 5@6

2 NB, NEVER GOT HELP/NEVER
NEEDED HELP

Xs NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIcH

f R
THANK YOU

~ ' -

PLIASE PUT THIS ANSWER SHEET IN THE
ENVELOPE.



TRANQUILILERS

*. o ANSWER SHRET #4

(NONMEDICAL . USK)

T-1., Put a checkmark'next to each Bill
R you ever took for kicks or to get
?h == or-for any other nonmegT"

T-2. Put a checkmark next to each pil\

ou took during the past month
&Mﬁm
. == "or" for-ady other nomedi-

reason:
cal reason:
605" VAL l Uum __ 616
606 LIB R UM 617 N
607 _____BENADRYL,,,___ 618 .
608 ____ TRANXENE>_ 619
) 609 ___ EQUANIL ___ 620
~ 610 -ﬁLIBFil-TABS,____ 621 |
611-612  (PiN1 #)____ OTHER PILLS ON -« H' ) 622-623
613-614  (PiN #)__;TRANQUILIZERS' CARD%) 1624-625

X NEVER TOOK TRANQUILIZERS TO GET
S HIGH OR FOR ANY OTHER NONMEDI-
CAL REASON .

Y NO USE IN PAST MONTH 626
X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

T-3. \About how 0ld were you the first
time you took a tranquiTizer to
get high or for any other nanmedi-
cal reason? 697

Age: 628

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

T-4. About how many times in your life-

time have you taken tranquilizers

to get high?

1 OR 2 TIMES
2 3 T0 10 TIMES
3 11 TO 99 TIMES 629
4 100 OR MORE TIMES

X NEVERTOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

T-5.. When was the most recent time you
took a tranquilizer to get high?

1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH 630
(30 DAYS) :

2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS
‘(BUI MORE THAN 30- DAYS AGO)

~ 3 SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO
4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO !
X - NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

PLEASE GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

7-6. During the past 30 days, on how
many days did you take tranq"'Ti-
Zers to get high? 631-

Number of days: 632

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

PLEASE TURN ANSWER SHEET OVER

)
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ANSWER SHEET M4

Continued
TRANQUILIZERS (NONNEDICAL UGE)
1-7. Thinking back over the times you T-9. Wes there ever a time when you

took these pills for nonmedical
purposes, were thd piTTs you took

ever prescribed for you by a doc-
tor -- or you always get them
some other way? '

| PRESCRIBED BY A DOCTOR FOR ME

< L}

AT LEAST ONCE a3
2 ALWAYS GOT THEM SOME OTHER WAY
X NEVER TOGX ANY TO GET HIGH

———

Did you ever take one of these
pills and also use marijuana on
the same occasion?

T-8.

S§@ YES 634
2 NO, NEVER ON THE SAME OCCASION
7 NEVER TRIED MARIJUANA '

X NEVER TOOK TRANQUILIZERS TO
GET HIGH ‘

—d

PLEASE GO @‘THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

e

T-10. still to‘;;ﬁg about nonmedical

™™ T

T-11,

found that you needed to take

more of these p{TTs Tn order to
get the same effect or “b ght?
1 YES, 1 NEEDED, MORE PILLS |
2 NO{-:‘ ‘v‘(‘-‘,] ' 638

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

use, was there ever 3 time when
you found {t hard to sta taking
these pills or had trouBie cut-
ting down?

1 YES 636

2 NO, NEVER HAD TROUBLE/NEVER
TRIED TO CUT DOWN .

k NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

e

People who have trouble cutting
down on thelr own often go to a
doctor or a Clergyman Or a coun-
celor -- or to some other pro-
fessional. How about you? Did
you ever get professional help
of this kind or haven't you done.
that? _

1 YES 637

2 No, NEVER GOT HELP/NEVER
NEEDED HELP

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

THANK YOU

D

_ PLRASE PUT THIS ANSWER SHEET IN THE -
ENVELOPE. | o

145

|~



/

/
/ | l SWEHR SHEKT #
““’MW- ( NONNKDICALL U3K) ey |

[ (DIKT PLLLE)

\

/ ST-1. Put a chedkmark next to cacﬁ pill 5f 2 Put a checkmark next tu cach pill
\ ou ever taok for kicks or to get took during the past month
fgh -~ or Yor any other n9nmedi- fgo days) for kicks or to get high
cal reason: ' -- or for any other nonmedical

. / reason: - ° -
38 __/DEXEDRINE ___  ow.

| 639 WJBENZEDRIN a8

\\ 600 __BIPHETAMINE o5

¢ DEXAMYL 652
g4z DESOXYN -___ 653
643 - PRELUDIN ___  &54
g44-645 - (P11 1) OTHER PILLS ON (Pi11 1) gs55-656
s16-607  (PRYN__ STINULANTS CARD (P11 1) as7sss
648 X NEVER TOOK STIMULANTS TO GET Y NO USE IN PAST MONTH 659
HIGH OR FOR ANOTHER NONMEDICAL : X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH
REASON '

ST-3. About how old were you the first . | ST-5. When was the most recent time
time you took a stimulant to get < ' you took a stimulant to get
high or for any other nponmedical high?
reason? - %' ' _

. ggo- | 1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH o3
Age: ' A ; (30 DAYS) 66
X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH ‘ .2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS
‘ (BUT OVER 30 DAYS AGO)

ST-4. About how many times in your life- | =~ |
time have you taken stimulants to 3 SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO -
get high? , 4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO
1 1 OR 2 TIMES X s%ggR TOOK ANY TO GET

2 3 70 10 TIMES 662
20 100 0R HOREES e ST-6. During the past 30 days, on how
. ‘ . : many days did you take stimulants
- X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH 1 to get high? 664
: . 665
PLEASE GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN | Number of days:
. : B X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

.

LY . , - 'PLEASE TURN ANSWER SHA;,‘E‘T OVER
. | 145 uATE _




STIMLANTS (NONNKDICAL USE)

ANSWER SHEET #5
Cont {miad

P ]

L

$7-7. Thinking back over the times you
took these pills for nonmedical
purposes, were the pilTs you took
ever prescribed for you by a doc-
tor -- or did you always get them
somg other way? ‘ '

! PRESCRIBED BY DOCTOR FOR ME
AT LEAST ONCE ddg

2 ALWAYS GOT THEM SOME OTHER
WAY .

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

Did you ever take one of these
pills and also use marijuana on
the same occasion?

ST-8,

1 YES 667

2 NO; NEVER ON THE SAME OCCASION
3 NEVER TRIED MARIJUANA

X HEVER TOOK STIMULANTS TO GET
" HIGH

PLEASE 4V TQ THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

N

ST R T

Mas there aver a time when ééuw'
found that you needed to take

more of these piTTs T order to
get the same effect or “high*1

"

5149,

1 YES, ] NEEDED MORE PILLS

X KCVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

§7-10. St111,talking about nommedical
use, was there ever a time when
you found {t hard to stop taking
these pills or had trouble cut- -
ting down? . '

1YES | 462

2 KO, NEVER HAD TROUBLE/NEVER
TRIED TO CUT DOMN

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

ST-11. people who have troublh cutting.
own on thelr own often go to a
doctor or a clergyman or a coun-
selor -- or to some other pro-
fessional. How about you? Did
you ever get professional help
of this kind or haven't you done

that?
: N
Y YES 670
7.2 NO, NEVER GOT HELP/NEVER
N NEEDED HELP

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

THANK YOU

PLEASE UT THIS ANSWER SHEET IN THE
ENVELOFE. ‘

2 NO eed |



- PAINKILLING PILLS
ANALGESICS (NONEDICAL USE)

ey

| ANSWER SHEET #6

N

. Put 3 checkmark next to each pill -
you ever. took for kicks or to get

AN-2."

, 'cdl reason . . high == or for any other nonmedi- '
' - L, o ‘ cal reason-"
08 DARVON. ¥ 716
e PERCODAN ___ 727
KRR DEMEROL 78
S we DILAUDID — 718
el TYLENOL
Some _WIT H CODEI N E__. 720 -
0 ¢ O.D EINE RC
parrze " (PIN A)__ OHERHUSON (PR rzeeres
713-714' - (Pi1 #) ”PAINKII_[_ERS" CARD (Pm #)  724-725

1715

high' --or fOr any other nonmedi-

X NEVER TQOK ANY TO GET HIGH OR
FOR ANOTHER NONMEDICAL REASON

Put a'Eheckmark next to each pil]
‘you took during the past month
(30 days) for kicks or to get

Y NO USE IN PAST MONTH ~ 726"
X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

v

. About how oTd were you the f1rst

- "to get.high or for any other non-
"med1ca1 reason?

time you took one of the ese pills

T ‘f’.""‘f'.'.f;f"f'ff . 727—

~Age:

- . 728 E
X" NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH - | o .

| aN-a.

About how many times in your life-
-time-have-you—-taken one of these | + -
p1lls to get high? e : T

1717 0R 2 TIMES

AN-5. When was the most recent time you

took one of these pills to get:
high? ' »

WITHIN THE PAST MONTH
(30 DAYS)» 230

2 WITHIN’THE PAST SIX MONTHS
(BUT OVER 30-DAYS AGO) - (

j 3 "SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO -
4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO .
~ X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH |

2 3.TO 10 TIMES 729

3 11 -TO 99 TIMES .
4 100 0R MORE TIMES

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIEH

PLEASE G_o TO»'—'THE T0P OF THE'_IVE'){T COLUMI'V

-AN¢6;

'Dur1ng the past 30 days, on how
many days did you take one of
these p1lls ‘to get h1gh° o

o 731~ |

Number of days: . 732

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

 PLEASE TURN ANSWER SHEET OVER

TN
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f

x . e _. ‘ .
- PLEASE GO TO THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN.

.| AN-8.

s " PAINKILLING PILLS' |
ANALGESICS (NONMEDICAL USE) .

ANSWER SHEET H6
Continued ’

AN-7. Thinking back over the times you
took these pills for nonmedical
purposes, were the piTTs you took

... ever prescribed for you by a doc-

jsome.other‘way? -

‘1 PRESCRIBED BY DOCTOR FOR ME
AT LEAST ONCE ' 933

2/ ALWAYS GOT THEM SOME OTHER WAY
X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

tor -- or did you always getjtﬁéﬁﬁ

| AN-9. Was there ever-a time when you

1T, . found that you needed to take -
"wy  more of these pills in order to-
v get the same effect or "high"?

1 YES,.I NEEDED MORE PILLS
"2 No " 785
X NEVER TOOK. ANY TO GET HIGH

Did you ever take one bf these
pills and also use marijuana on
the same occasion?

Y

-3 NEVER TRIED MARIJUANAD

X NEVER TOOK -ONE OF THESE
" “PAINKILLING" PILLS TO GET
HIGH' , s

1 YES R
2 N0, NEVER ON' THE, SAME OCCASION

| an-10. sti11 talking about nonmedical

use, was there ever a time when.

you found it hard to stop taking
. these pills or had trouble cut-
~ ting down? oS

T OYES | 736
2 NO, NEVER HAD TROUBLE/NEVER
" TRIED.TO CUT DOWN - - '

X NEVER TOOK ANY TO GET HIGH

£ . s

AN-11. People who have trouble cutting
-~ -down on their own often go to a
doctor or a clergyman or a coun-
celor -- or to some other pro-
fessional. - How about you? Did
yod ever get professional help of
this kind or haven't you done
that? ‘ ' L

1 YES | 787 |

2 N0, NEVER GOT HELP/NEVER
. NEEDED HELP . - T o

% NEVER TOOK ANY TO'GET HIGH |

THANK YOU *

e X
»'.PLEQZE\?BT THIS ANSWER SHEET IN THE
. ENVELOPE. C L
e
1553




. ANSWER SHEET 17

. . B  Cocaiwg

b}

C-1. About how old were you when you
- first knew someone who had tried
cocaine? »36.

f‘Agé:

X NEVER KNEW ANYONE WHO TRIED IT '

739-.

About how old were you wheﬁ)xgg
\\jirst had_a chance to try cocaine
fﬁxyou walted to?

740-

- Age: 741

X NEVER HAD A.CHANCE TO TRY

About how old were you the first

c-3.
t1me you actua]]y used cocaine? :'
. : 740~
Age: o 743
_ X NEVER USED IT
C-4. * About how many times in your 1ife

have you used cocaine?

1 1 0R 2 TIMES
2 3 T0 10 TIMES
3. 11 T0 99 TIMES
4 100 OR MORE TIMES

X NEVER USED IT

744

PLEASE GO TQ THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

C-5.

When was the most recent time
*. that you used cocaine?

1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH
(30 DAYS)

2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS
, 3 SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO
4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO
X . NEVER USED IT

745

C-6. In the past 30 days, on how many
different days did you use :
qocaipe? O 746-
Number of days: 747
X . NEVER USED IT |

C-7. - On the occasions when you have

- used cocaine, about how often did
you smoke marijuana at around the'
same tlme?

1 NEARLY EVERY TIME -
2 ABOUT HALF -THE TIME ..
3 .OCCASIONALLY =~ -
4 RARELY '
5 NEVER -

X NEVER USED COCAINE

748

THANK YOU

THIS ANSWER SHEET GOES IN THE ENVELOPE




™

LSD AND OTHER HALLUCINOGENS SUCH AS

" | ANSWER SHEET #8

¢

L8}

PCP OR PHENCYCLIDINE MESCALINE, PEYOTE,, PSILOCYBIN, DMT

L-1. About how old were you when you
first knew someone who had tried

LSD or another hallucinogen?

- 749-
Age:- 750

X" NEVER KNEN ANYONE NHO TRIED IT

vy

L-2, About Kbw old were you when you
- first had-a chance<to try LSD or
~ another halludinogen, if you «

wanted ;to? . o 757— |

" Age: e

X _NEVER &XDWA'CHANCE TO TRY

752

About how old were you the first
time you acfually tried LSD or.
- another ha]Tuc1pogeq7

' 753-

¢ 754~

';‘Age; , _ _
X NEVER TRIED fT

About how many t1mes in your 1ife
have you used LSD or other -hallu-
cinogens? ' ~ . ,

~Lf4{

2 1 1 0R2 TIMES
2 37010 TIMES
€ 3.11 T0 99 TIMES

4 100 OR MORE TIMES = -
- X NEVER USED |

755

o

.,PLEASE_GO TO THE T@R OF THE NEXT COLUMN

8,

e
3
.

wer

L-5. MWhen wds the most recent time you
+ used LSD or another hallucinogen?
v rwnmnmimmem' :
. (30 pavs) 756
"2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS .
3 SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO ¢
. 4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO
' "X NEVER USED }T
L-6. In the past 30 days, on how many
' different days did you use LSD or
- another ha11uc1nogen? Y
- : 757-
' Number of days: 758
A \nX;.NEVER USED IT
L-7. ‘On the occasions. when you have
"-used”LSD or another hallucinogen, |
~ about how often did you smoke
marijuana-at around- the same
t1me7 _
1. NEARLY EVERY TINE’ fl
"2 ABOUT HALF THE TIME . ‘
: -3 OCCASIONALLY " 259
4 RARELY B
5 QNEVER
o % X NEVER USED IT
L-8. Have you ever tried "PCP" (which
- is. sometimes called Angel Dust)7
¢
- ; 1 YES 760
» ¢ ‘ ’ 2 NO o
L-9. when was the most fecent time
that you used PCP?
1 WITHIN THE PAST MONTH ;
2 vMORE THAQ A MONTH AGO )
X . NEVER USED IT

<

o THANK YOU _
- THIS ANSWER SHEET GOES %HE‘ ENVELOPE”



) | L ANSWER SHEET #8

'SECOND DRUG TRIED ~ -~~~ = e
(NOT COUNTING ALCOHOL) S . |

Skc—l. -1f marijuana was the first drug that you tu&!ﬁ what was the second drug that

you tried? wp . >
1 PILLS (EQ!MEDICAL ONLY) 5 NEVER TRIED ANY DRUG EXCEPT
: o - : MARIJUANA - 1&_ .
~ 2 COCAINE
: ‘ 6 MARIJUANA WAS NOT THE FIRST
3 LsD, "PCP," OR OTHER , ONE I TRIED -~
HALLUCINOGEN : o ' -
” X NEVER USED yARIJUANA . 762

4 OTHER DRUG

SEC-2. Just roughly, about how many times had y6éu used marijuana before you tried
" Jthe drug you circled\above? QW _ ‘

1 1 O0R 2 TIMES =S 5 NEVER TRIED ANY DRUG EXCEPT”
) " MARI JUANA
& 2 3 T0 10 TIMES . BN
s ‘ o . 6 MARIJUANA WAS NOT THE FIRST
3,11 70 99 TIMES ONE I TRIED
4 100 OR MORE TIMES ~ ° ~ ° X' NEVER USED MARIJUANA 763
" THANK YOU -

THIS ANSWER SHEET GOES IN THE ENVELOPE




ANSWER SHEET W0

PLEASE GO TO"THE TOP OF THE NEXT COLUMN

HEROIN
- ‘ o7 o
H-1. About how old were you when you H=5. when was the most recent time
first knew someone who had tried that you used heroin?
heroin? : /ﬂf
, 764~ 1 NITHIN E PAST MONTH.
. “Age: __ - 766 (30 DAYS) - . 771
" X NEVER KNEW ANYONE WHO TRIED IT 2 WITHIN THE PAST SIX MONTHS
H-2. About how old were you when 3 SIX MONTHS TO A YEAR AGO -
first had a chance to try heroin 4 MORE THAN A YEAR AGO
1f you wanted tq? - 766- X NEVER'USED T
Ne T 767 . _
H-6. In the past 30 days, on how many
- X NEVER HAD A CHANCE TO TRY different days did you use .
, : - heroin? 772-
H-3. About how old were you the 'first - 773
' time you actually tried heroin? Number'of days:
: 766- X NEVER USED.IT
| Age: I 769 : — : :
- X - NEVER TRIED IT "I H=7. Finally, have you ever used her-
— oin with a needle? N
H-4. About how many times in. your 1ife P : -
have you used heroin? | 1 YES 774
T -2 NO
T 1 ORZ TIMES Sy
2 37010 TIMES , X NEVER USED IT
3 11 TO 99 TIMES 770
“4 100 OR MORE TIMES - ' THANK YOU |
ot X _NEVER_USED IT |- THIS ANSWER_SHEET GOES IN THE ENELOPE

——

- 156
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N "
| FIRST USE IN PAST YEAR
) : "+ (ALL DRUGS)

F-1. -Did you try any drugs for the first time during the past year?

(Cirole a number below for each kznd of drug that you first used in the past
. year.) . -
-1 MARIJUANA
2 PILLS (MEDICAL USE/PRESCRIPTION)
-3 PILLS (NONMEDICAL USE)
4 COCAINE} ,
5 HALLUCINOGENS 805
- 6 HEROIN |

NEVER TRIED ANY OF THESE

X NO NEW DRUGS TRIED IN PAST YEAR/ )
~

MARIJUANA PAST MOIVTH 'PURCHASES

'F-2.  During the past 30 days, about how much marijuana have you purchased?

"1 1/2 OUNCE OR LESS o 5 ABOUT\§ OUNCES 06
2 ABOUT 3/4 OUNCE 6 ABOUT'4 OUNCES
"3 ABOUT 1 OUNCE - 7 ABOUT 1/2 POUND " 807-808

¢ 4 ABOUT 2 ounces - : 8 POUNDS (FILL IN NUMBER)

- X DID NOT PURCHASE ANY DURING THE PAST MONTH

-F-3.  During the past;3Q days, about how much money did you pay for marijuana?

$. . Total spent | . - go9-812.

X DID NOT SPEND ANY MONEY ON IT DURING THE
- PAST 30 DAYS :

THAIVK You

- THIS AIVSWE’R SHEET GOES IIV THE ENVELOPE __

LR

R}
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ANSWER SHEET K12

ALL PILLS ALRFADY SHOWN
(MEDICAL AND NONMEDICAL USE)

) P-1. Which side effects have you had? For eabh;dﬁa, cirole a number or the "X."

AN

. S
1 Became depressed or lost interest in.’ |

things, as a result of my. taking pills. X NO PROBLEM/NEVER USED 313
2 Became argumentative with family or -
friends, as a result of my taking pills. X NO PROBLEM/NEVER USED 814
'3 Had an automobile accident, as a result - : ' |
of my taking pills. _ - X NO PROBLEM/NEVER USED 815
4 Had difficulty with school, studies, or |
teachers, as a result of my taking pills. X NO PROBLEM/NEVER USED 816
5 Had trouble with job (work), ‘as a result. - , v
- of my takingvpills.._ - X NO PROBLEM/NEVER USED 817
6 Todk too many pills at one time and had '
to get emergency medical help right ) ' ’
away. . - , X NO PROBLEM/NEVER USED. 818

P-2. Wait for interviewer to show you each pill card. Then, for eaéﬁﬁpi]]-card col-
umn shown below, find the pill(s) that caused you the problem(s) circled above.
Then write the number(s) you circled above next to that pill or those pills.
Tn this way, you can show which pills caused which problems. . : :
] .

CARDB - CARDC - - CARDD - CARD E
SEDATIVES . TRANQUILIZERS  STIMULANTS "PAINKILLERS"
_ QUAALUDES 819 VALIUM 827  __DEXEDRINE 835  __ DARVON 843
___SECONAL . ___LIBRIUM ___BENZEDRINE ~~ __ PERCODAN
__TUINAL 821 __ BENADRYL 829 ~ __ BIPHETAMINE#37 __ DEMEROL 845
___PLACIDYL ~ TRANXENE - ___ DEXAMYL ¢ ° __DILAUDID 846
_ SOPOR 823 _ EQUANIL 831 . __ DESOXYN 839 __ TYLENOL WITH CODEINE
| ___NEMBUTAL .~ __LIBRITABS ~  _ PRELUDIN . _ CODEINE " 845
- -QTHER -PILL————OTHER-PILL 833 __OTHER PILL 841 ___ OTHER PILL
. 825 | - A _
X NONE/NEVER X NONE/NEVER X NONE/NEVER X NONE/NEVER 850 .
USED = 826 USED . 834 USED 842 USED
THANK YOU i

-~

PLEASE PUT THIS ANSWER SHEET IN THE VFENVELOPE

l;BJiZ‘.V - e ;IESES' . | R




